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PROCEEDINGS 


Jan.If-74 




vn~~7ijrm* - r r> tt-' TT-c -nt) and int^i^or^.p 2 £L^I_ 2 ILiLJl^Al*.^ oaas •• *- 

- v —— *T. -: . - — -. 1 . J. : ,-U • A n ^on ' 1 r»r 1 ’ '"H t. P^TOUTTied tO ?/ d. 


also vrin Jtv ^ nd'.-d * ^ ?? licr>tion vhich 1 3 denied^ _ * r ri t adjourne 

reft, r rn ~ n:od.— ‘ e t qnor, J , 


j^^^-sealedL onvelopo Isndosed. is an affdt. which was nubmitted^y_±he^ott. 

_^or: ,: u -uit to - the..court '_ 3 . directio n th a t it..explain_wh;A-it^wiuld-no t_dfvul.. -. 

the n -ron of vline s s e s»JThe_court.has_read_±he a££dt.._and finda_.it sufficici 
__io_support the .govts ...position-1‘hl n aff d t .. BhaTLbe. sealed jind._delxYere!L 

_ _tQ_the Clerk-.of _the Court_andJiot_opened_i 2 ixtil-Xurthex_order_Q£_th(—courts- 

_So.ordered. Liotzncr, J(caaher.»mi.£«02)-- 


Tm.9R -7li. Filed Affidavit in Opposition to Deft's. Motions. 
Jan.28-.7I4 Filed Govt. Bill of Particulars 

~Jan.30-7It Fil ed Aff idavit for V.' /li/C Ad Pros. (ClR1LL0_F1GUER0AJ^ 


Jan.70-7 


k OTE RO ■- F iled Affidavit for _vZ.H/C_AD_PR0S.- 


j 

Wash. L. 

1 


Jan. 70-71: 

JT-'OTOS-ECHT”: 



_Feb.l4.-7ii 

KCilEVAIffiIA_-. 


_(originol 


Prih-A— 7)t 

FOhHVERPJA - 


._(origin; 



JL'eh^-711 , 

i ECHUYEBBl/- - 



. Jan.22r.7li 

. Motion to d 



Veh. 8—7li 

ixasyEKU/. 



Feb. 8-7 lj 

FCHFVERRiA 


Sanches 



Feb.l$-7 

1 C1IAIUES BU 
1 * “ 


Motion to .d;r-; ; ff v" i; Ccrlcn Tapanea JLs.granted^Metzner,_J«- 

-.Filed _ 21 . Filed 


;1 « d hy ?1 Authoriza tion appro ving payment of interpretor_Gerarao— 

/ • a .. . : 1 «J 4 -m kr\ V’o eVi . .fl . I 


_4 V J ‘ 


Feb.19-7 

li IF’OTOR • id - 

requ r r.t cs'-n/e <• *--r 

_Teb.l9rJl 

t EH5CT0RrciJFVi.rdu; 


Origin'll ’•> i > 


_ ... . 


, ^ „ . J I i I-u acilUuoi' - —-' ’■ 

, Motion requesting adjoumr.ent and or Severance 
■j CJ,\ ?1 .Authorization of,Interpreter.- Kotzner, J. 


i!©i l 7 ‘ ' . qf 


Fob.20G7l[ "''.JonGE. ii:?T- : :d' t - ":?*■ ol ./.reeai^ce_pf_Joto»_01Conror.. «... - ■ 

Bronx. t ifjDf'J.____ ' ~- 


Feb. 20 -Tj’i DOMINGO in ' ■* 

r> C. 109 1 ‘nntlr.Al C*jnt!no*llun ?!*«•• t 


n:r*r , 


Affid’ 
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fijJJL H 


DATE 

- - _ i ll _ _r r -—-- — - - ----- 

1 J 

PROCEEDINGS 


-f£U9-li 

_ORLANDO GILL With his interpreter and attv present) eirao-vniver of indictment. and 

. . 


Pleads GUILTY to an information #7LCr.l80 - Plea Accepted - Metzner. J. 

- 




Feb.20-71 

HAUL ORTEGA ALVAREZ A HECTOR ECHEVARRIA - throurh their interpreters plead Hot Gull 

-- 


by reason of Double Jeopardy. The remaining defendants throuah th«ir interpret 

P*. 


plead - 1I0T GUILTY. 



The iolloving pleaded LOT GUILTY 



GIRO R0LHIGUEZ_i!7.T AHA -- 



I’KAiiClbCA UKTaGA J.OJRIGUWZ 1 11 



JORGE"THFIESTA '' -- 

**» 


UH.iii.jLbU LUSIUJ— .’X .vo 



iXHJH.uO LcJj OUIU 1 '.) 

% 


AiCi’lA.'i JjU . j 

r “ 



~ i 


JU5E UTL.fU -- 

“w 


CIR1LL0 V1GUEHU? -- 

«• 


ROlPliERfu RuAL .••.OL'-uGUES ' - —- 



A_.\a—»Ij Av-rllj .i* .i_A 

mi 





ir.di ctment. 



,Followinr nemos of interpreters 



GERALD SANCHZZ. 



LENA JASLOW 

j 


1IELI LA HUGHS 

-i 


JOFILE HcOALL 

■* 


MELVIN FURORES 

£ 


The followinr; defendant: appeared in court on a WRIT 

' 


C1RILL0 EIGUERCA 



HECTOR ECHEVAI'n- ' ' 

“ 


RIGOFJP.TO ROSAI K01C.TGUEZ 

i 


JOSE OTERO 

< 


Jury empa:."icd and sworn 

“ 

‘Teb.20-7ll 

Trial Pepin 

— 



— 

“Feb';22-^7L 

RAUL ORTEGA -aLA ARa..- • - cow tr; Exhibits received, ofUerecTsealed - I'TetznOr, J. 

— 

Feb.2?-7i- 

HECTOR EC ESTHER! A. - p .'' ci true cony from U.S.C.A. for leave to proceed in foimr 



pauneris to for a v * / mandamus - Anderson,Mansfield,Oahes,J. 




- 

Feb. 22-7), 

Filed Meno-cr-dorsec rn ' Y. MCHETZRRIA'S Motion dtd 2/19/7U—Tnis motion was denr r 



record in enen cc.~ ■ Ac ordered - Metzner, J. (m/n) 

~ | 



"j 

Feb.2?-7U 

•JORGE THEIR .": < •• • ■ Apr V-~:' -hi* pavmant of Counsel John Connor. 2h01 S.Tr-nmt: 



Bronx.W. v .-Metz:i•_ •. . 

- 



“ i 

y-'^Zlrll 

RAUL Q2'J' T 'G‘ /.LvATX.” - ( ' W-d re no-endorsed or: Motion—Motion denied with leave to 

-1 


renew at thp end c ; i - • rove-aments case. So ordered - Metzner, J. 




^~i 

FeK 77-] 

7Z Filed or*c envoi" • r-'erm - seeled l>v the Court .Metscner. J. 




i 

Kar.l-TU 

_ Filed Envelope Ccvri traep-c Spa.vd v/cashler — K- trner.J. 

| 

— 



I 

_.rjtrJL-7l 

Filed Affidavit for Vrii of Habeas Corpus AU t1 .r. icandun Issue. 

i 


Pi lod Petition Per w r . of h'».b* is Corpus *.L 1'*“\ if ‘er.rjcu® to produce Kelcen Garcia. 
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PROCEEDINGS 
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2-20-74 } T ria l vt>rod & 3 to JOAOUTU R. PRAM, and continued eg to ; 


JRAUI._OP.TEC A_ALVAREZ: CIR0_R0I)RICUEZJCALA1IA; FRAKCISCA ORTEGA J10DSIGUT2:_- 

_JORCEMThTJESTA: HECTOR ECHEVARRIA: CHARLES EUSICO CIFRSs J»MIHGO_r 3 Ii_CIiI 2 IGs__- 

_ARMANDO ALVAREZ: ELIAS HUGO VIERA; JQSE ORTERO: CIFILLQ FIGUE ROA: _- 


©- 21-74 


2-22-74 


RIGOBEKTO KOSAL_RODIUGUEZi_JOSS ANGEL AGUILE RA METZNER, J. 


Trial co n' i rued. Gustavo Hoffma n (i nterrrotor)Svom) - Motzner. J. 


Trial continu'd. 


2-25 -7U j Tr*c.l conti n ued. Juror #9 hna b«-on rrenned frox anyfurther cerrice„in_thii 3 _r' , .Vt'Jr - 
_ and altern at e Jurcr $1 la new sworn and repla ces Jur or S9. - 1’ot znor, J._- 


2-26 -74 j T rial continued. liica En id Pagan (interpreter ) s worn. The w i tnes s MIGUEL BOPR IG UE E -. 
_h aving beo n br ought to Cou rt on a writ of H/c. - Writ Satinficd-_H.rtrr?r,J._ 


• i 

_ 3527-741 Trial continued. Alt erna te Jor or i ffT excuse d fr om a ny further*service la thlo ierr- e. 


— 2-W--U 


with concent of thu d .fcreo counsel - I.dtznoi, J. 


Trial continued - IlJtnner-,J. 


?-27-74 j CEIL LO FIGUEROA - Filed GJA 21 - Authorisation of Transcr ipt - K etznor.J. 

_(oriuir.r.1,railed_1 q ME. Off. Vauh.D.C.j_ 


_ .2=37-74. 


. 2 - 27 - 74 . 


_> 27-74'! 


._ 2-1-74.. 


r4.-74_. 

3 - 5 - 74 .! 


_J0SS AUGEL_rGUII2EA_Filed CJA 21 - A uthorization of Tranacript - Kst zr.ar,J. 


.HUGO.. CO' TER0_yn HA - Filed CJA 21 Authorisation, o f P ayeent of_ Transcript f or Tn A 1 
_ Ko tun er..w. (ori ginal Baile d to AO Vash. D.C .)_ 


HECTOR ECHEVARRIA - Filed CJA_21 - Authorisation ox Pa ymen t o f Tranac ript fer Trial'.’ 
_ Katzner, J, Tori.?irxal m a iled to AO Wash.D.C. )_ 


_3-7-74 I RODRIGUEZ. ITA.NCISCA /• Giro Rodriguez Cal ana - Filed Motion for isauahed of "SuL. iin'i' 
M ft tzner,j. 


.Trial .continued..-.KalznctXj_J». 


_Ixi&l continued.. 


Trial continued fcnATolr- 1 oi'om in an intqrprator - Motzner, J. 


__J-6-74 ! Trial continued- Interpreter Horn Seltzer and Margarita Kcnca duly ovorn. 

I : BcftT'TAMTRO GONZALEZ Apreared in Court on a writ. The record also enoiTTi ET 
iVifte. MCHEVAhRlA-RIGObHHTD ROSAL ROERIGUEZ^C HULLO FIGUEROA and JOSE OTERO 
have all bean eppenring in Co urt on w rito. - M etz ger, J. __ 


— • p- 


YT 


. Jr7.-74 ! Trial continued - Inte rpret e r J a cqulino Montag ue - Trial adjo urned to 3/11/7 4 - 'A:l 


.3- '-74 ; CIA.' RGi'fJ.O’A-.r.HCALAUA and FitAWCISCA ORTEGA RODRIGUE Z - F iled Motion for Isauenco oi 

-- .... Subpoena. . ___ 




_..3r!3r74j Fi led Afflrfnv:-. Mr- Writ of Habe as Cor pus ad Testificandum I.esue#. 


3 .-14-74 : .Filed-r,! V.j. hT':t -.r.MKORAl!DUH_(»_LAV__ ___ 

-11*1-74 1 Filed-T\..*t!’>'Gv' A* r; z ,70 — Motion for Ju irpr.cnt of Acquittal and Memorandum of Law. 

D t. j'»o i'»i.tael Continuer n Sh«*ei 


I 























DATE 


FROCEEDING 3 


3-1U-7U 


UIGOL:*r.TO R03AL RODRIGiiEZ - Filed Koaorandum of'Law 


3 _T|,_ 7 l t _ r.APCTA ALTAREZ-Ot .nl*_ = ^ilcd_HemaranduaLof--I«nw- 




_3=1>4 JL 


3-1 5-75 


>lF-7irj 

'3-1U-75 


pwTOfia— at.varrz Ot al - Fil ed iienornndua o f La v .. 


.CHARLES.?.?STCO CITHH .-J Pnomndum_of _Law. 


Piled Govornront Kmorandvri of Law. 


V 1U-7U | jqsE AIT VAGUILE RA - P iled Ko norand ua of Law, for J udgment_of_Acguittrvl_ 

II5k5k 


ircron rULir.2r.RIA - Piled Ponc indum of Law 


Piled Govt. Aff idavit in Reepo nae L e ft. Eche vorria'a Motion, 


Piled CIRIL3 FIGUEROA - ,TOSE CTERO - Filed Defta. M emorandums^ Law. 



g jiTP7. - w ci-L'eltiDjlcaue^t^-tcL-Cnarco— 


pn ^ruRTA _ File d iteUonJtQ.Jeave-ilS-te-gbagg>. 


C2E(LRQI>RI0rc^lTAN^rmA.l^ -.FiledLoft3j_Rsquc± toCh 


APV.Mmo_GA.RGIA AiLVARSZ - Roou&8 to to Charge on_behalf of_tho_Dpft^ 


JOSE AKGSL A GUILERA - Pi: 1 Re -men to tp_Char(»_ 


" * Additional Re quanta to Charge 


riTARTja_BU3IG0 CU RE - F iled Daft' P_Heguest_ tojlharge. __ 


Piled Govt' s Reouesta t o Char ge. 


_3-ll-7U Trial Continued - Kearlng-on. notion—to-auprre n s-os ic. Raul Ortega Alvaro?.*—Eo-v 
_ I 1 " Hmirri._.Trial-continued - Govt.- r.ar.i* - KBT7.?iKR,J*- 


"_3rl3-7k- 


]~i+inn tg d< tsT. i.3a ..coup 1 ? T *no. an to ftu-' ho El l-~Viera :.s -anted — 


•• [.lotion, to dicaiaO-Countn OITE^ and T'RT P TPS an to : EIGri’UA.: : _r.0L--L .F^EJGUEZj.n i~- 


_Jtarl5-j5| Trial. Conti nued -Jfc.tznor, _J.- 


3-19 -75 

3^19 -75 


_^rl9-75 

Z>19-75 


Filed Cory mitoltt ed from S.D. of'Florida^ .iearing rt. Plea _ 


^m^d'eopy of U.3.C.A^nd^ix^uit Petition for a VrU^fto^-n 


.Filed .CIFRE U .I LV/JIEZ _=_GftYt». Memorandum of Lav_ 


Piled Go..at.. Ken. orr-r.dun. of Law 


■a_iq_ 7 \ I yue-i :^>>.-t'*4 Proposed.Examination of '"U'e - 

Mar.20-7 4 Filed one _«*»;»■« • opt* ..sealed Jyr. order f;i .the_cc»ur 
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DATE 


1 


7U CRD! 18 

• N 

i _ 


METZNEH,J. 


PROCEEDINGS 


inuc d. 


Coart Jtrl!:e S _to_tM D :indJctonLQvcxt ActaiaV^dTir 
-—■ All iR iz.T.oljima.Jo-5pleted--il a tariar t ..j_ 


-Kax^l9-7it--Trl aL continued. ...Jurora.rcnueatorod - Hotmnr , T , 


-1^ 2Q=7|-^ r^^nti^ed_ y . Jurora continuolto dcllbExatc^ Jurorii return .yerdicil 




^/^P 11 - 20 ^ 0 ^ • 2 4 -3- -Bail, continued. Present cn^eVrerert o- ’ ~ - 
Sen te nce_Ap ril_22/l97li.—Ssp_jaimtea..o£_ proceedings.a 3 _to_bail.xonS?i?uo^; .f 

CI F 3 / G * J * LTr -«a-counts.!, Pot guilty~on Ct.5. ^eoB^ancal 
_. report_ordered,—Sen tcnce_ April DEnTTDRTTTS-~TlANTiEn - 


_ ^ ha^S^id^rk? H 1 ' 1 - ncreflnr,d t 0 ;.si5,000.00 <:\fcr. 

XO J Tiav --ir. 2 , , 19714, at 12 boon to_pon.t increased bail. Prer^ntonco r-r- - 

° J ' PTil ?2 - Of racrdinpp.M to 




1 .rnioentenee" report ori»r?d. grated 

_"P5*4_SZj_42Ziu—Defenda nt producod In Cour t on a Writ._ 


_ .OTRnJXJ I Iorjp-HOA . GUILTY on Counts.^and 11. Prerentencereport"ordered’- 

” '- cn - A P rl1 Defe ndant pro duced In Co u rt o n a Writ. - 


Apfif'iPSvt ~-^ IL ' rY o ; eo^toXand 3. ^“sentence report ordered.“ s-ntor^ 

- p -‘ -- l - 197li-._s r .c* minutcB i_of 'proceedings as to_bail_conditions. ~ -- * 

Kttinso DEL cristo - guilty ON counts 1 andg. Pinssnten ~oa report ordered- 

Sent ence _Apri 1 _ 22, 397h - DEFENDANT PEEATUED----po£ ? _oroerea- 


Sentence Tp?u m ? Count ° 1 ' 2 -~" iSRSOmSTr^Srir order eT~ 

- %&££? A>K *LHlJgW> _T $— "iPtttes oTproceedings as to Jail conditions.- 

—f— Ht«ICiaA.R0DHICUEZ -CALAKA~- ~ ROT GOT LTY-~enT^intJ_ 

HK30_VIERA T.OT GUILTY on Ct^_X«—Defendant exonerated.JTroa bail. 


L 


J0CE .AGUILERA - NOT GUILTY on Ct. 1 and. Ct.l7._ 


1 v.rH KETZNER^J ~ ] ' 0T G ' J ' xI,,r/ Countn 1 rjd ^ « Defendant produced.in Cou rt on & 


■ K- ‘«rf»C*W=0 TEL C!U$T0_=_ Filed ORDER - Deft. ww'ioSrt CDH.W 
. - ojutuory ninimua centenee cf 10 yrs.ao oecond offenders. Doth 

.. i. Dcfts. remanded w/o_bail pending sentence...^.KL'TZlfER^.J.__ _ — 

' J - J '< Jv J*.? L ^., t ! Cr ^; ; : ) 3 ^J/ 7L ; r j " Norton N._ Schwart7.nan,M.i).555 Biltnoro 

• ’ Acn, TiC. .t' 4. (re: Ch: * — 

_Kax.20-7': filed Con~t Exhibit 12 Verdict ar. v r -1 .«?- 1.- Jurors.-- - 


0-23-71; ! .TORE OTERO- Filed ORDER that the Ward-: 

■j pcTT- 1 -si oix. to du fondant tc t.arr.v N:.’ 


'ocer-.l House of.Detention grant 
'• AUGHTG upon presentment of r. duly 











DATE 


PROCEEDINGS 


1 J 


Piled(ARMANDO ALVAREZ) Appearance Bond oum of $15,000.00 


27-7U I Fil ed for d eft . IR-L CRISTO —AFFidavit and Notice of Motion for Judgment of Accuittnl 
returnable '3729/7^1 at 10AM. 


TlBAILCD 13TRERA5L=_Eile d_Wri t_o ILEabc a a _Coxpus_AdJEeati fir.andn^ Tnmi <.,_ 

_ _ < ___ _ 

Filed Gov ern ment Affidavit in op position to Raul Ortega Alvarez's motion for the 
_ conspiracy char g e in C ount 1 of Indt. etc._ 



Filed Transcript of record of proceedings dtd. 27tO,7T72?,25,197U 

" " " " " " s ’’ 2/26,277237 ”37i ;ii;5,197U 

” _ " » _" _ " * 3/17*715,18,19 ancT20"i97l;" 

” M " " " " ~ " " 3/6,7711712,13,19711 


11-1-7 !j_I JOSE RAM IREZ - Filed PRB w /o Security in the sun of $$ ,000 - Metzner.J. 


_RAHL_DRTFG.^ ALY2JiE.4L.- Filed Momo-rendorsed..cn. .Aft idavit dtd li/l2/ 7l t — A s 

_Court_dcnicd_iIaft,'s. motion for a.directed .iurigaent o f acqu ittal — M o • L 

_ wore. submitted to support the daf t*8 contention._ Rather, refer en ce 1 s made in 

_ counsel*8 brief to the t ranscript o f the ch-m re of plea and sent ence, all of rm . 

. oc curred on t he came day. T here was nothin.-- in this transcrirt that vnui.1 •••ar: ~ 
holding of an evi dentiar y he arin.-r._Motion dfn ied . So o rdered T/meTZM- J. T- 



FOMINC-O BEL CRISTO - The deft, admits 


t-22-71; 


--BQMISGO -T.r.L CRISTO--. Filed. Notice of Ration fo Judgment o f Acq uitt al return a ble 
-and-Memo-ondorsad——•. _Koiion_ do; J cd _Sc _ordercd.- ESTZirS R, J. ( m/n)__ 

—JOEE-OTERO ---Filed-CJA- Authorization cf Jocll-McCall, Tn f./.Trpo-t.pr 300,E. IjOi.h £t 
-(original. nailed.-AQ_ /ach.B.0^)---.--- 

-..Piled-CJA-21-Approving-auihorizati cn on.-the-ato-* t J _ 

___ 21 /_ 

Flle d(6RTEG A ETAL) C JA Authorization cf Jacqueline Kent ague, 209 — B. J>5tfi - SS7"»i u .Y* 
(original m ailed AO '..’ach.B.C.) 

File d Copy of CJA 21 Approving payment on the a‘ccv«~—' Xutzner, J7 


—U-22.-=7l|-Filf>d.CJA-2L .—JOSS. OTERO. CIRILLO F.ISUEORA —A'.ih.'rii-r tinn of Interpreter E—a Toi — 

--7-Bavincn-St^E.Rochavay.lI.Y.-(original,ra_L :„c AO V'a r.h.Ti. O. )_ 


_ k-Z2-2h j..-Tiled Copy, cf .CJA_21„on .the .above ■: pj.roving p’rmo >: (’TETTER,!,.).__ 

_Ji-a2r.7U -Tiled CJA :j .for„QTSR0 &.F1GDER0EA - AvthoiiiiC.t; c - i -u n-rciexIrIyol«nda_ lire nee rc 
_77 , ;l-:/- / "ycttc_Ay.,]ix..M.Y._XorigiMl v . ■ • a,:.. ,c,_ 


_Jir?.?=2li cj.Ccr.• v-'. CJA.21_cn nbcve_nrprovi:-i. s'M'ccn; - i. 

""£-3 2-71; | COL ?TT- r - *’il.ed~CJA~?1 Author* • tTon "rf *• r. 

.. _ .. • * lied r. ;/• n: ,r.c. 

_L- << 2-7u I Fi.eJ !w • * '.’A. 2.1 Approvin g p ayment ..or» 





,.c:r 

_Jir72.rJ.l4- 

.. Ei-. 

IX-'J-TU' 

"jBFT 1 


FI 1 




V -.“.'A .-.Filed CJA 21 Author? r. a tier, c, 

.. (origir.el railed to v.n. '-i. . 1 


rrt ‘* r . a't Vidal, 666 'a 


- 2 - 7 ';. .Filer. .’'j\ ; 1 \ 21 app-ov:ng_pajT.e».i n th 1 ' a 1 -' - 

ONLY COPY AVAILAC'T 



























. 7k Cr. 18 


HLVEREZ ET AL. 


7k Cr. 18 


METZNER,J. 


DATE 


ft ' " 


PROCEEDINGS 


- k-?Z z lh —LCIR<LHO?niGTTr:Z.CALA?JA_ = .Vllcd Jloticc. of. Appeal _ta U.S.CJL. .2nd.Circuit £roa_ 

Judgnen t _dnted J±/?2/7 _k_a 3._to_c°ntence._inposcd. (nailed to Deft. 1U-1 / 2 Third St. 


U-22-7U 


El iz abet h, N.J., U. 3.Attv ’b Of lice. 


ARMANDO AL VAR EZ — Filed Notice of Appeal to U.S.C.A. 2nd Circuit from Judgt. enter 
-l_o5._ B -entence_iinpoced. rioiled^to Amanda Alvarez 2lill Ed. 77 ct.Miami, F1a . ,U.S . 


Jir22~2h _I_AEI:I:Vf.irp_ALyAnEZ_Piled lersonal Recogniz ance B ond pending' appeal, Bum of 550,000. 

P ublic Service Mutual Inn. Co. 


_Jin22n7.!; J_AI]:iMJBQ.-AL'''APEZ__-^_Filed^FerconaL_Bcco/piiztince Baud, pending app eal, nun of S 75 ,cc r 


__b-?J=Zk 


.JOI-CE .TNFTEGrA. - Filed Notice of Appeal to IJ.S.C.A, from final Judgment ii/22/lh 
_cppien_r.ail edto Deft. F.H.of Detentlon,li27 W.St..H.Y. a n d U . S.Att y. 


— - 0.U]C './IQ — Fll c d Notico of Appeal to U.S.C.A from the final Judgment 
_entered U/22/7U - Copi e s pa lled to Deft, Fed.H o use of Pet, U27jV,'.st. ,’I.Y, g.S.Aft 


—k-=2l+-7k—( - XKHHZ2GL LZL CRIL'TO - Filed. Personal Reoc gnlzan c- Bond p endi ng appeal in the turn c 
-J-S25»OOO.CQ _ac cure d..by_ $2^0Q.Q_Q_Cash,_ _ 


h-22-lh 


• I»r?2‘r7k_. CJNO RODRIGUEZ CAT, IN A - Filed JUDGMENT (atty present) It in adjudged that the_ 

-defendant iRjtereby committed. to the. custody of the. Attorney General or hi a 

-Mthori^od representative, for imprisonm ent fo r a period of SIX (6 ) years on or Z-- 

- - c -P u P. t ?_Ll)_ «und(2j_ to ran. concurrcRtly._with_.eaoh_other. r_tfSTZJ<ER, J. (copies jam- - 

.JCtoOZ IMFIESTA -. .Piled ..njDGTlSNTjC® tty, ..present)_It in adjudged .that., the. defend.' . 

-ocmttedto the._cuo.todv of the Attorney General or his authorized 

-representative .for imprisonment ..for a period of EIGHT (8) YEARS on each cf conn 

_4±L«®2_i21 to ran concurrently with eac h o ther. M ETZNER f j. (copies i ssued) 

. Iv.-ifNGO DEL CRI STO - Fil ed JUDGMENT (attv. present) It in adjudrred" that the 
. ... defendant in .hereby cermittcd to the custody of the Attorney General or his" 

_author!=?d representative for imprisonment for a period of TEN (lO)YEARS onl^i - ' 

__ of ccu ? tG (ljana (o) to rah concurrently with each other - METZNER. J. 
isinied; “ —--- 


h-2^7TT 


-7k- 


1 - 22 - 71 ; 


—ARMANDO ALVAREZ. -_Filed_JHDG!IENT _(atty. present i_It in ad juried that the defendan 

-ia..hereby committed.to the custody oJL.the_Attorney._General or hi3 authorized 

. _ .represent a live for ir.prioonment for a period of_EIC!!T (8) YEARS or. each of 

_counts (l) and_(B) to. run concurrently with each other - METZNER, J. (copies 

. issued.) . __ ____ _ 

J'v'E OTEHO - Filed. J UIX*M.UrT_(atty. prosentj It is adjudged that the defendant id 
hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or his authorized 
representative for imprisonment for a period of FIVE (5) YEARS on eachTof 
counts (l • .and (li;) to run concurrently with each other, and to commence 
upon comv?• tion of his imprisonment under the existing sentence now serving.*" 
METZir’R, J. vcon'^s issued) ” 


•t- 


ys-\ 


i — 1 ICU.h d JUDGMENT (atty. .pm '"unt) It is. adjudged that .the defendant 

is-hrroly .to. the custody of ..the Attorney General, or his authorized _ 

nmr'ucpv.'vi. for imprisonment .for.a period of EIGHT (8) YFARS on each of 
counts (1 (Vi,' J .< run cpnc i-rently w»* 

cat.rJ-".lor» v>: i;ir iz.-risennent vn-er t.at e; 
irUhhor, ... ,r.o; issued) 


(•nrli other and to commenco_upcr. 
• ting vtnter.ee now served,_ 


t> C. l'O CHinit ;i Ounili i, 




ONLY COPVlW/JLADtE 


















'0 


> ck 



h-25-7 



JL.CTOH ECHEVA RRIA - Fi led CJA 21 Authorization for Transcript from SDCcurt Report— 
(original mailed to A O Y.’ach.L.C.) ' ' 

__ l ~ “ 

H GG J"^. ~J Fi 10d CJ A 21 Authorization of Transcript from S.D.Cou-t F^or 1 
(original nailed to AO yasn.U.cr.) ' ‘—— 

CTT ULUj giKUKhTO - RiledTRJA ~2I~ Authorization~di Transcript iron S.B.Court K»po~t"~ 
(or giriaI~ia aiTed to ACTVasTiTDTCi ) ■■■■ 

JQSILlXSL^DII£BA^_Eilcd_CJA_21 Authorization of Tr^nscr-ip-)- fm-i a.n.rv,.^ r 
_(original sai led to AO Vash.p.G.)___ ‘ 

-gii cq _.TranscripjLj3Ljg . dtd~i7677h. 

£il’-5LS’J_EnSIC0_CIi2S_: —--endorsed on .conv of Se cond nf*v , . nf » r ,. r _ 

-B2fl*_V£ith_bis_attorr.ey.jr?ccnt.,&c.nli,sAho charm in thin .-nri •: +* 

_person nam ed herein—:1FTZNFR,.,T,_ 


RaUL O nToGA A.I// jiRj.Z _— riled Notice of Notion rotvmablo U 

_ «a order granting ah evidentiary hearing otcl * 


at 10 o'clock for 


U-29-7L 



U-20-1U 


RAUL ORTEGA ALVAREZ _ Fil ed Gove rnment's Affidavit in Opposition to deft. rcouestTc 
hearing. ~ * ■ 

_S4IQlX 153SLQA. ALVARFZ_- .11 lcd_ JUIX'. v 7';r n (attorney p ro sen t) 11 is adjud ged th»t_tho do. 

-eorrrvtto.d to the custody o f t he Attorney General or hi 3 authorized_ 

-XSaBEBMOtfi-tlvftJtP.Jh iaprisonmen-. for aperiod of TV 5LVE (!2te ARS on e_ach_of ccurr 

_UX-an.d (3) to_£~n.concurrently, with each othe r - I-S TgSSR.J. (copies issued ) ~ 

—^HARliES_BUSICO_CIFITZ — l'ilod_JUT/TU-.'?i' (a tty. present) It is ad jud ged that the n_xr 
hereby cocrnltted to the custody of_ the_/1torne y^ G eneral or his authorized 'ronror ~ 
_JflP leonment for a period of *nN( 10)Y TAR3 on count One (1) -METZNER. J . (coni 


_hr3£b2li- CHAIU-FS B U5IGO CIPR F - Filed llptlr.n c f Appeal..- Appellant sentenced I 4 / 30 / 7 U on core.: 

-on_Count_l.of_tho. Jndictron.V by a Jmyo.i March 20. I97 (l Toailed notic es t o 

___Ucfi^_aQd..KciPiena. J^rimutter, C5 1 } i way, 3007 

_ f * 

*■-—-_ClRlLIO_^IGUOIU\-_riU , d_pc,tice_£)f ..ppoa 1. .fro.! Judijacnt.. entere d on April. 22-74 n/n. 

. j li r Zf.-RAU L ORT EG A ALV A RFZ 7 Fi 1 nopicr of fpp.ea 1_ fro*. Jntif.inent .entered on Ap ril 20-7 4. n,’ • 

JblrJk _i I * U L 0 RTOGA-A LVAR SZ - r iled A~ffi~tL*y r * ~ t;7 »;-T?n — 


5-1-74 


L-7is__. 






UN INGO DHL CF JSTO ^.Filed ’pPE^nd.w.i . ’ r .' n-\ tl * U7?k/lk __ 

0 : r 6. HOT •a) W&OvX’'- 'rjTed "y.u • './/• .■ ■ «'td ~ 


--- T 


r_ i.. 7 , 1 


.*-'LVi_QI!EIlQ_=..PileA. lotto i* rp clave u f;.■ v. 
of Appeal. andLcopy_oL letter. f;\. • 


•. — -— - »■ — 

:■ Judge Ilctrr.i.T r>>: V.’.aivor 
: j ar. 


j-i3r'iU . 


.£H~ AAALVABA: ih-cnivod- co;,v ... . 


• * ** (• *)I ■ , 

• * •'***• -i** j i i ij# 






















7 I 4 Cr. 18 U.S.A. v. RAUL ORTEGA ALVAREZ ct al. 


DATB PROCEEDINGS 

.KAY 6-71* } g>l_ll^pp llc,it ion on bchal f o fjChn rfcTBusT^o - C i f re" throuriThlFTttorney. Ball 

_ I application denied - KbTZL'ER, J. ■—- 

J'foy. 6-J,4_ Govt. Dovg_njtocy.oncrate~ the' defendant'Raul 0rto,,a “Alvarez Troa Tall seTT)y- 

-oaficir.ite:: JLn F lor ida an d receLvcd , and“ filed in'this' district" Uov.'/, 1*173.- 

- Bail was $ 10,000.0 0 s urety bon d, 'iiotion f^lited - KETZITE.T7JI - 

-■ ^ rl ~ 7l< - statig t i..:allv_be c;.t:3e deftT 13“a 'fugitive in all 

__ li ujt.. Xy_ w/aI LI j 1 £.».J 'T..G -—~— rr "~- i -=-~- 

- 5-1-74 - SARRIA, Jose I.nir, - CLOSED BTATJCTIG*. I.f .Y~BEG .‘.U3E TG A "FUGITIVE- 

—5- 1-7 4 _ ^IK)r> , JO.-vN - CLOSED STAT ISTICALLY T, JCC ! ! : SS DEFT. IC A FUGITIVE ~~ — 

5-1 -74_FFRZZ f jSvncir co Orlando - CLOSED' -‘?ISTICA?T Y 

5-1-74" . POST John - CTC3SD STATI ST ICAL^ LEO • AGE DEF T . 7.- T FUCITIVE".- 

- J~7-74 _Js gflM g .,R go^ o_p^a_^ Filed notice or~Appearar.ce of Gina p.~ Hegrettl^3061 tt.VT. 

tl.VXrr^y. " ~ --- 


_ r _ L _ALVXPEZ__ ' ” 

■ HAUL ORTEGA - File! P.R.B. Fcndinr appa aTln the 'cum 'of C50,000"sureiy-7'Jaicnd: T- 

_____^ALVARr’Z__ _ " 

-2zbJk -3^20*11®^ Piled Uns ecured r.; . P encSnc appe alin the sun 'of~5 25 1 OOP.QQ- 

- felsJk - mem? ut^TS^tTft' 

0 Qn^r.. w ic rob,, c?.;—tted to tv: custody ct the Attorney General or hj.a 

-—-authorized representative for ivnvioorraent ft a period of TV/ELVi;(l2) YEARS - 

--on eacn of_counto_ 1 # 2 aro 3 to tuts concurrently with each otherj Bail pendinr 

- t0 C !^0,C0 s -oured by c. C50,000.CO surety bond rAa a 

-: ,; vu‘ 1,r ' ce*endar.» >3 remanded i:: lieu of bail. Special provTsit- 

- (rr-V’” 1 ' 1 ”" 1 ' *''' " r ' fcnd:: " t to cent:::.':- report:to' the Druff Enforcer: 

- 1 &&; *S2"~y ..!:■>-> (In * t r OVjd ' 1 «hc-re the'deft, resided) 

—£=3-74— —/IUIA!nXl-ALVARa 2 ._r.J!iled iltcand-w/l-iarclial* a rohri utd_ 5 /P / 7 4 _ 

Evv/. s'. Jlr '■■■■■ .' " ' ... asMa '■> ~y~ 

5-8-74 _ CIFRB — File d Remand v/.e :hal *g return 3 / 2 l/~!’’ .. 


* _? « - ( 1« _ _ . n 

I_ 17 ' 4:fcs<#. ■/- 1 ^5. 


_ ^4 I H ^TORKCK 'jV A .1 vT A — Filed C'.*^ PO — Ay.T»olnti£cnt "’‘ r ii'jb^r 4, * ' ' ’*11 

._ . St. f N«Y .10007 - Oririinl nailed <iC V.'aah.L.i’. IIET Z ^TEF .?. — — * — — 

- 5-i■ -,■ t C 1 1.0 BBlfiti CtTEZ CALA!IZC - r£*'«f OJA 20-'.vpoihtrr:;t : 1 Hudcca ii. F.ciS, 70 IsSnyettC 7 ^ 

_ _ _ B.T»t or &rfnal mallei AO "abh.B.C. 'T,J. -- 

_oFA' _Giii vGA SLVAREiT v'? AL - Fid o j OJA 11 lr r Authorization of trairtarxxtxx Tr.tc **rrct r T' • 

TyrteTina Jnslov, "2CYC Gc.vlo'Cl.',Er.-:icTyn ori-ir-.i - '’od * 

-5-37;-.74 ':;jno RODRIGIPE GALAlir^ ’'iV-d tv.. ' " Ap-olntr 1 z»---Vv.. 

F’TZrW. * ■* — - " * • • 


~5- ljr7if j .ihii:; Jiroduced on . vr' t (atty'i .-'-.•sent) L.' r L-' plead;:' F ; 

- _ Greferred to Krtrr.t. Fail ioniinued im ; . viourly i r ;v -t ”. 

_ I - ? 4,00n Cash as or IM. 73 Cr.*?#. Deft. Winded ir ,.f v. t ^ 


0 “VCrni.1..: Shr-t 


ONLY'COPY AVA1LAULE 

















date 


PROCEEDINGS 




_5=2.Q=7k 


O-lLOTOJILL ^FUcd CJA 20_A PP olntaj?alLoUeAggJoxigan.^i xr.^ y f n.T. - 

(oiig jpnl railed to AUWaoh.D.C.) ___ ^ 


J7CT^0A^ C>7^Q_^yilcd.CJA_2p^ppolntpj|nt_ofjCgiipeeL Joseph I. St or.p 277 T- V " 

-Cojrici". r rted to _ytO_ v a eh .D.C J_ _ y -* L *- v ‘ 


- JP^n^A_-nFU^ CJA_ 20_Appoint;.3nt of counn«l_of_^ 0 hn_OVConnor ?l ; 01 D. T~ 

-£?«JliX_r to AO Uahh.D.C. ) I!STZI. T E R t j. _ ~ 


-i^p5EJLL.J _5*S?A_ [ 7^Jil°d_CJA 20 jiprrovinrr percent of co unsel - JIlI^ nOT 


" z*o-ir 


_5-31-7L 


j _ J^.SI5C A 6. -.A:.GA_CJU^J-i Z’llefcjCJA 20 Anpointnsnt of countnl Hudson H. Fold. 7 o"T 
(ori,-arAl raalol to AO V/c li.D.C.). ." -- 


£_' ~=lk-J-yZi£& -mcd_Orlj^Trxl j; r o cgrd en Rp ppaljtrggrnlttod j to P.S.cTX7~thia da t^T 


i=..il-4Uj— IA\UL^ZnZ?d^7Ji77JU^S-"'.iyr'0 ’Igtion^to Five couiiaol appointed pursuant to CrLiir'JL J 
1 -(Euryny J».i&cho_3r?n_nppoin tod «t s atty.l __^_ 


~5=31n2U _F iTOH rOIIE'/} J HHTA_ = _Fllpd_CJA_21_.Auth orlzatio n of Interpreter Gerardo S-rch-'- 717 

_N.Y. ~ 1IETZNER* J. — —--- -■» ’ ' ' * 


l )--/pElY:;iGIA^ v F41cd_Copy_ of CJA 21_approyln5 pnyrent of Interpreter - lIETZ'..2i07 
1 _(origina l fli p A AO W a.sh.D.C.) ' -— 


~6-nr -7ir 

J&j-IL 


__£-ia-7U 

6 ^21-% 


.._6.-21.-7li 


:::r\c-2Z- 


..F iled t ranscript of pr ocecdngs dtd Apr il 22~197li 


JESIAKCISCQ.J!IffiEa_ ~ _ F i lo d A f fldavft_£or_ii r l t o f Hah eaa.Ca rpus ad P mr.o T i:>r*,y,_ 
_CHAKLES_gUS IGO CIFRE - F il ed Supplcnon t al liot ion for~BaIl Pending Appeal 


-CI2HS-. PilcdJIcno-endorsod .re:SupnlcaanLal^tibn_--__lhiii npplicn.ticn.J'or,b:\U_r-' • 

appeal .ia-denied.—1’h nrj. w o n a aiaiLar._applicaticn-cade_aii lhe__iirc c^nt^rt 

-^ na ]: 0rdE!r cnterad 03 Karch_21, JL97lu --Nothing-ne a _i S _ £c ntaincd_lii'thiai-D- ' 

p-aidE iron . a. cone Bunion s tatenent .aa deft. eukait_2_ aflidavi.tr,. pro via -phJ.- 


r^n. S r SUmC i ^- tQ can - J:or -*- €« i n tiii g o f the_.applici.tic;' 


FIR*^a^^!ip-tlie-7!efcna5nt ~xs 


-cprrM-ted__to_(:ha_.cu. 1 ;tQc ; .y_of^tl{e ttorno> r _Gen^al^rJ\i,s_cUit’npri^'cT 

-rcprescntati.vhL- for .. iup rlaoniaentL^oii_a peri od jof pjn ■jf (5) \vipc on 
SQ*P'i. At —pdjuri^c.d .that t his’ sen te nce is t o run concurrenti” 


- -- - - - —•- _ EJ.JUI UJ^ICUirCIl Liy 

-- £ >‘*:' L ?rxc -ty- Jud^e. Ml ton..£olliick.iiiJZQ jcsl5,?On_ 

s .r D * - cZ-lVi. Count— 7-is-d. i s m isaed _ oa mohioii.-Q£_hh-» 

-r!: w c ° Luc. s- QR.acnt of the Governme nt. l- .Vf t 

.... _rh..jpv;- v ,r*:p,Ticr, J.-cop;ep_issued_, fit . /' Tu 

• • • * — - — • • •»••.*>• * ^ • X « • ^ | * V ' • H lu/uV 4 m f 

• ■ '.v._'.:i• •• * •; *•'!■ > t'. • • • Tu.r .it ty. pre sent;, wxETiUr;u;s'HIs“ 

- I ---P j -- e ■•. ../ ply.Cu v;uji t:y to conntTT D c'f t. produce d 

-j-pr^r*; • 1 V t *-.*nd«iOt' UvHi 1: (.‘.j.n;^_£cntcnce d (s ee i udp.m cnt) , 


^.-,f)NLV^eF¥=A\<Att,'tSLg 












USA vs.Ortega-Averaz, et. al. 
74 CR 18 


Judge lletzner 


■— page 13- 


DATE 


PROCEEDINGS 


Jul- 2-74 


CHA RLES EUSIGO CIFRE - Fil ed d e ft's af fdvt. and notice of suppl. 
motion for bail pending a p peal. _ 


J ul- 8-74 [JCSE R A JIIRFZ -RAMOS- Filed Gove rnme nts aFFdvt. For a VJ/H/Ci to 

produce Ramiro Gonzalez as a v:itness~wrTt "issued~~r et. 7-I3T-74" 


-» 


7r/A: ? / L; ;• yicZ-€ 3L, // /9 rT* 

____ u / ' 


2:I IDY 


2=16=Ili_ 


■V-lCW 




-ZL 


y /f7/ 


JOAQUIN_RIRAPA -_Filod JUDGMENT (atty. present) I t is ad^ud^ed that the__defer.dant 

-iP_hereby committedto the custody_of_thg_Attorney General_ox. his authorised' 

-reprer.-• nta.ti v e_for imprisonment for a period of FIVE ($\ YSARS_ on count TUSHT 

-KS7ZNSR. J._(copies, ispued)^- It is adj udged that this sentence is to run"'" 

-cpncurrently_vith_tho sentence imposed.by the gon._Dudiey^Bonsai in 70CH 5?» 

_on 2/19/71. here i_n_the_ _SD!JY_~ Hi'TZtCH,J JL __~~_ 


JO AQU IN R. PH MBA With Lit atty. pre rent and the APSA .wlthdrawa RTi plea <Tf~no t ^ 
to Coun t Twelve fi g) and pleads CUI LTYto c ount TWELVE (127^ PleiTaccepted. 


^7'-/?* : 7 'x 'T ^ c/r<? 7 - i A>aa ccJ.r- 


_JZ=lS=JiiJ 


_Z=lS=Tk. 


-TrJPrl'L 


7 -10-74 I 


_R-,2£=74- 

I_7-?S=24 


.7-25-74 

. 


7-f5rZ4 

7-24-74 


_ doft» ap p ear ing if, court on a writ of H/C end by Nuria E« Cardenas (Et ;j 

Ths cour t having asked the del t. if he was re ady fo r sentencing. Thedoft. "x 
xn th e affirmative - (Judgm ent' above} —— —- 






X-/i> -/Lt-y Ylr 


’-J'. 


-I'JATA-r Filcd-GJA 21 A:\-.ointapnt of Karla Elena Ca rdenas. Interpreter, 319 E.9V 

_AQJiash.D.G, JSSE3IE!>,J____ —‘ ’' ~ 

.JCRA3?A_j=rEilcd.CJA_21_Approving.paymen t re t above__ __ . 


FEH EZ — F iled CJA 21 Aut:.orizati_pn of LunitaADlcr, 69-17 Harrow St.,Forest Hills. 
_A0_Vaqh. T). C. KBTZN . :.,J.__ 


PERE Z - Fi led CJA 21 approving payment re: above. 


- BANO S .. - —Filed. Notice,of .appearance. of John C. Co rrett, 66 Cou rt S t. ,Eklyn ,N. Y. 


—RAJ-O S , — . } i led_J>e£tlSL-propoiied..examination of prospective_ Jurora._ 
- FA.,0S _r._lled Gpyt_'j'.Proposed e>:;-xinaticn or_proDpcctive_ .Juroxa 

v *li 4 c:L d eli v oice! to , ~y 



-1 /«</-:- * *--XJ co mm- a._ 

RAMOSTr; al hnnan. Jury empanele. 1 . and rwm. The court revokes the deft’ s 

_ and Rcriands_ hfa_ - Kotuncr.J. "• ' “ " 

-.7‘ni a l_? ont *.. A'HnjJefendnnt Jose rc-z Gcnzaloe_haying..adaitted on the stand 

-that-he is_ine. pcf.v n no n?s .•»'! ir._ indlctr.ent.^ ; 74Cr.l8 an Jose Ramirez Rnno 3 

-Trial concluded.. ‘••Q-ndurt-Qli; 7 j cn count One (i) 


- 7 - 24 - 7.4 

73-26-74 


_Hot_Guilty on Cpun*. 13 - Jurors palled - P resent ence report ordered Sentence 

_2/-?.3/7' 1 - rail jv x at ClO.OGh.O! cas h cr surety.Deft, remanded until noon 
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April 30 , 1971. in the Southern District of Mew York and 
elsewhere, 

RAUL ORTHO A - A LVA sir •» . . 

Ortera, El '* "'*'>• Haul 

CIRO RODUIGUEZ-CAI.AT'. ww. 

PD Cal ana, c/k/a Ciro’Xi" ;* PO A ‘ 

PRAMCinCA ORTEflA-RODFioiV' a'l), 

J 0 R «fs TA '^'» 

JOAOUlfJ R. PRADA, a/k/a "El CarvW » 
a/k/a "El caliero" Oardeco « 

HEC iora^ HEVA ^ ? I, •» Liborio 

P les > a/k/a Hector Aronld 

Echevarria-Rios 

A Clfr„ BUS /S 9 ' CI ™ l!> Charley 

Eusl P°» i/k/a 

domihgo del cristo. 

ARMANDO GARCIA-ALVAREZ * a/V/; c .~ 

A 1 var^7 ,/ w „ , ’ a/ k/ei Arrando 

vdr.,1,, a/k/a Arrando Car'd a p/v/o 
A ndres Alvaro,, a/k/a Joaouin 
Gonzalez, 3/k/a pu< r _ M 

i0 ""/f *Kuco s?toJ: ieM0 .. 

itawVlcro Contcro Vlera - a'k>a’ 

J0S »/t L / XS ..n AREIA ‘ a/k/a "Renj to " 

s 5 £^r-" a/k/a carios ’ 

X XcrX/^^v 

FRANCISCO ORLANDO PEREZ l a/k/a 

a/k/a J ' Aose^" Ci ’ “ /iy “ " FaCO ’" 

ORLANDO CJJ, n/l./ n Try, a 

_ ,, . , > '‘/I /a Jeacuin fin 

a/k/a Orlando Joaouin Gil ?/i-/a 

on y rJicX 

m oVr,n^ Luis ;ra r.cisco Gil, 

»/,Va P l-" 0A '..' 1/ 'V= "Laza-rlto," 

Cu=J?rc A "- ar0 ' K/k/a 

a/ i :/ n 3/k/a CUit ° 

JOSE RAf-TREZ-J;r, 0 ? /l{ a/V^ 5 ertO ’" 

Ranircz, a/k/a "cSe^^ -° Ge 
X X, n/k/ * koherto'^Loper 
AlSSe AGUILERA, a/k/a Jose 
J/k/? “mIS U ' a/1:/a " ri ''°ro," 

the defendant,, and Oonzalez and Miguel Hod-,,.^ 

heroin an cn-ce„np lr ato rs hot not an defendnntn. and 

;r U “ ° rand J " ry kn °'" n • 1n< ’ unkn “ T - “~i* .iir.11 

" ^ and k „„.,„ clr combined, conn,.fed. confederated 

;\7 Cd tOCethAr - «“* -- f»r to violate Sect!ons J7 

? t‘>. /.Ka) and 7237 (a) of Title 26, United stato , Code . 

- It -at part of nald connrlrocy that the sou 
^andante, and co-cona„lrato,, unla.mn.v. lr ,,.. r „ 






. W ° Uld 1,nP ° rt Snd brln * lnt ° ^.e United States larpe quantities 
narcotic drur;s, the exact anount and nature thereof beinr to 
the Grand Jury unknown in violation of Sections 173 and 17 k of 
Title 21, United States Code. 

3. It was further part of sat,I conspiracy that the 
said defendants and co-conspirators, unlawfully, wilful], 8 „d 
knowingly wo,id rccci.c, oonccai, possess, buy, can ane 
facilitate the transportation, concealment and cale ,• lr - re 
quantities or narcotic drugs, the exact anount and nature thereof 
Itolnc to the Grand Jury unknown, after the said narcotic dregs 
had been imported and brought Injo the United states oont-a-- 
to law, knowing that the said narcotic drugs had been importer 
and brought into the Uni ted .States contrary to law in violation 
of Section 173 and 174 of Title 21 , United States Code. 

*■ U “ a8 '■"'•’•her part of the said conspiracy that 
the said defendants end co-conspirators unlawfully, wilfully 

and knowingly „„ uld puchase, sou, dispose and dlstrlheto a 
quantity of narcotic drums, the exact anount and nature thereof 

being to the Grand Jury unknown, m that the said narcotic d. ars 

would not be in the mHctnoi 

rind stamped packape or from the crif'nal 

stamped package, that is to say, that there would not bo affixed 

to the container In and from which the said defendants would purchase. 

sell, dispense and distribute the narcotic drugs as afor—c<d 

any United States Internal Ucvenue Stamps as required b, feetior 

*703 of Title 26, United States Code, in violation of Sections 

*701, 4703, 4704(a), and 7237(a) of Title 26, United states 
Code. 

ove rt ac ts 

In Pursuance or the said conspiracy and to effect the 
objects thereof, the following overt .acts were committed in the 
Southern Districtof New York and elsewhere: 

In oi about March, 1970, the defendant RAUL ORTEGA- 
ALVAREZ met with co-conspirator Ramiro Gonzalez in r, KlJf * Iorlt , a . 

In 01 about Marc.i, 19/0, the defendant EALORTEGA- 
ALVAREZ and co-conspirator Ramiro Gonzalez flew from Miami, 

Florida to Newark, New Jersey. 


r 




3. On or about March 12, 1970, the defendant^ RAUL , 

ORTEGA-ALVAREZ registered and stayed In the Saxony MotoN, 330 
Atlantic Avenue, Elisabeth, New Jersey. 

b. On or about March 12, 1970, the de r endarlt RAUL 
ORTEGA-ALVAREZ and co-conspirator Ramiro Gonzales ret with t.he 
defendants GIRO RODRIGUEZ-CALANA and FRANCISCA ORTEGA-RODRIGUEZ 
at 38 Rankin Street, Elisabeth, New Jersey. 

5. On or about March 12, 1970, the defendants JORGE 
INFIESTA and LUIS REYES-PADRCN received approximately one kilo¬ 
gram of heroin from the defendant RAUL ORTEOA-ALVAREZ In an 
apartment at 666 W. 162nd Street,^ New York, New York. 

6. On or about March 13, 1970, defendant JOAOfIN 

R. PRADA and co-consplrators Ramiro Gonzalez and Ml rue] Rodriguez 
delivered approximately one kilogram of heroin at the C.B.C. 

Gas Station, 2120 Amsterdam Avenue, New York, New York. 

7. On or aheut March 13, 1070, the defendants RA'JL 

i. 

ORTEGA-ALVAREZ, JORGE INFIESTA and LUIS RKYF.S-PADR0N met in an 
apartment at 666 V. 162nd Street, New York, New York.. 

8. On or about "arch 16, 1970, the defendant F’.AUI 

r* 

OKTEGA-ALVAREZ entered Luigi's Restaurant & Bar, ^199 Broadway, 

New York, New York. 

9. On or about March 31, 1970, the defendant CARLOS 
TAPANES delivered approximately one kilogram of heroin In the 
parking lot of the Hicksville Diner, 0]d Country Road and South 
Oyster Bay Road, Hicksville, Long Island. 

10. In or about March, 1970, the defendant HAUL 0RTEGA- 
ALVAREZ delivered approximately one kilogram of heroin to the 
defendant LUIS RF.YES-PADRON at 38 Rankin Street, Elizabeth, New 
Jersey. 

11. In or about March or April, 1970, the defendant 
RAUL ORTEGA-ALVAREZ delivered approximately two kilograms of 
heroin to the defendants JORGE INFIFSTA and I.UIS RF.YES-PADRON 
in an apartment at 666 W, 162nd Street, New York, New York. 






rfltfi' 

<J5 
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12. In or about March, 1970, co-conzpirators Raniro 
Gonzalez and Mipuel Podriruez met with the defendants FRANCISCO 
ORLANDO PFREZ and ORLANDO GIL. 

13. On cr about March 2 ; t, 1970, the defendants FRANCIS 
ORLANDO PEREZ and ORLANDO GIL net at 57? W. 173rd Street, New 
York, New York. 

1^. On or about March 2*J, 1970 the defendant FRANCISCO 
ORLANDO PEREZ went to the Blue Mirror Par, 33^7 Broadway, New 
York, New York. 

15. In or about March or April, 1970, the defendant 
HECTOR ECHEVARRIA received approximately 1/? kilogram of heroin 
at 380 Audubon Avenue, New York, New York. 

16. In or about ’’arch or April, 1970 , co-conspirators 
Ramiro Gonzalez and Mirucl Rodriruez had a conversation with the 
defendant CHARLES BUSIOO-CIFEF in the vicinity of the C.3.C. 

Gas Station, 2120 Amsterdam Avenue, New York, New York. 

17. In or about March nr April 197C, ec conspirators 
Ramiro Gonzales and Hipue! Rccriruez delivered srprosir.atel v 
1/2 kilofran of neroin for the defendant CHARLES BUSICC-CIFHZ 
to John Doe in the vicinity of the C.D.C. Gas Station 2120 
Amsterdam Avenue, Now York, New York. 

18. In or about "arch or April, !?7C, the defendant 
JOAQUIN R. PRADA received a sum of cash from the defendant 
CHARLES DUSICO-CIFRE. 

19. In or about March or April, 1 Q 7C, the defendants 
CHARLES BUSICO-CIFRE and HECTOR ECHEVARRIA met at 3?0 Audubon 
Avenue, New York, New York. 

20. In or about March or April, 1°70, co-corvnirat.or 
Ramiro Gonzalez ret with th*' defendant DOT* I "GO DEL CRT.9TO at 
the Gallo de Maron bar, 3922 Rroadvvv, Now York, Mew York. 

21. In or about March or April, 1°70, t.ho defendants 


ARMANDO GAHCIA-ALVAKKZ and JOHN POL, a/k/a "Huro El Americano 
met at 0 bar in the Alar .10 Hotel, A & B Bar and Lounre, 2056 
Broadway, Hew York, New York. 




22. In or about March or April, 1970, the defendant 
ARMANDO GARCIA-ALVAREZ met with co-conspirator Ramiro Gonzalez 
in Miami, Florida. 

23. In or about March or April, 1970, the defendant 
JOHN DOE, a/k/a "Hugo El Americano" received approximately two 
kilograms of heroin in an apartment at 80^4 W. 180th Street, 

New York, New York. 

2!J. In or about March or April, 1970, the defendant 
RAUL ORTEGA-ALVAREZ and co-conr.pirators Ramiro Gonzalez and 
Miguel Rodrigquez delivered one kllocram of heroin tc the defendant 

ARMANDO GARCIA-ALVAREZ in the vicinity of 198th Street and 

< 

Broadway, New York, New York. 

25. In or about March or April, 1970, the defendants 
JOSE LUIS SARRIA and JOHN DOE, a/k/a "Roberto" received approxi¬ 
mately 1 1/2 kilograms of heroin in Hudson County, New Jersey. 

26. In or about March or April, 1970, co-conspirator 
Ramiro Gonzalez net with the defendant JOSE OTERO at the Gallo 
dc Karon bar, 3922 Broadway, New York, New York. 

27. In or about March, of April, 1970 , the defendant 
JOSE OTERO received approximately one kilogram. of heroin in the 
vicinity of the Cuba Bar, 1 ( ;79 St. Nicholas Avenue, Hew York, 

New York. 

28. In or about March or April, 1970, co-consnirators 
Ramiro Gonzalez and *'ipucl Rodriguez met with the defendant 
CIRILLO FIGUEROA at the 009 Bar, 3 B 69 Broadway, New York, New 
York 

29. In or about March or April, 1970, co-conspirator 
Ramiro Gonzalez delivered approximately or.c kilorram of heroin 
for the defendant CIRILLO FIGUEROA to John Dee in an apartment 
at 8C*I V.’. 180th Street, New York, New York. 

30. In or about March or April, 1970, co-conspirator 
Miguel Rodriguez delivered approximately one kilogram of heroin 
for the defendant CIRILLO FIGUEROA to the defendant HiGORMRTO 
ROSAL-RODHICUEZ at the C.B.C. Gas Station, 2120 Amsterdni Avenue, 
New York, New York. 





31. In or about March or April, 1970, the defen¬ 
dant CARLOS TAPANES delivered one kilogram of heroin to the 
defendant CIRILLO FIGUEROA in the vicinity of l^Sth Street 
and Broadway, New York, New York. 

32. In or about March or April, 1970, the defen¬ 
dant JOAQUIN R. PRADA handed 1 1/2 kilograms of heroin to 
the defendant CIRILLO FIGUEROA in an apartment at 790 
Riverside Drive, New York, New York. 

33. In or about March or April, 1970, the defen- 
dant JOSE RAMIREZ-RICS received approximately 1/2 kilogram 
of heroin at the El Bayarnes Restaurant, 1279 St. Nicholas 
Avcpue, New York, New York. 

< 

3*J. In or about March or April, 1970, the defen¬ 
dant JOHN DOE, a/k/a Roberto Lopez, received approximately 
1/2 kilogram .of heroin at the Gallo de Maron bar, 392A 
Broadway, New York, New York. 

35. In or about March or April, 1970, the defen¬ 
dant JOSE ANGEL AGUJLAF.A transported 1/2 kilogram, of heroin 
from Elizabeth, He.; Jersey, to .'.'ok Yoik, Nsi. York. 

(Title 21, United States Code, Sections 173 and 17. 
and Title 2( , United States Cod", Sections ^70 1 , 

1)703, K 70 H(a), 11771 (a) and 7237(a).) - 

COUNT TWO 


? 
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» 

I 
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The Grand Jury further charges: 

On or about March 12, 1970, in the Southern District 
of New York, RAUL ORTEGA-ALVARE2, a/k/a Raul Ortega, and 
CIRO R0DRIGUE7.-CALANA, a/k/a Ci^o A. Calana, a/k/a Ciro 
Rodriguez, the defendants, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly 
did receive, conceal, buy, sell and facilitate the transportation, 
concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately 
twenty kilograms of heroin, after the said narcotic drug 
had been imported and hi ought into the United States contrary 
to law, knowing that the said narcotic drug had theretofore 
been Imported and brought into the United States contrary 
to law in that the importation and bringing of any narcotic 


1 






'drug Into the United States, except such amounts of crude 
opuim and coca leaves as the Director of the Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary to 
provide for medical and legitimate uses only, is prohi¬ 
bited . 

(Title 21, United States Cede, Sections 173 and 17^ 
and Title 18, United States Code, Section 2.) 

COUNT THREE 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the month of March, 1970, in the 
Southern District of New YorV, HAUL ORTEGA-AL7AREZ, LUIS 
REYES-PADRON, a/k/a "Luis Reyes", and JORGE INFIESTA, a/k/a 
"Huesso", a/k/a "George", the deTendants, unlawfully, 
wilfully and knowing did receive, conceal, buy, sell 
and facilitate the transportation, concealment and sale 
of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately one kilogram 
of heroin, after the said narcotic drug had been imported 
and brought into the United States contrary to law, knowing 
that the said narcotic drug had theretofore been imported 
and brought into the United States contrary to lav; in 
that the importation and bringing of any narcotic drug 
into the United States, except such amounts of crude opium 
and coca leaver, as the Director of the Bureau of Narcotics 
and Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary to provide for 
medical and legitimate uses only, is prohibited. 

(Title 21, United States Code, Sections 173 and 17^ 

and Title 18, United States Code, Section ?.) 

COUNT F OUR 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the month of March or April, 1970, 
in the Southern District of New York, HECTOR ECHEVARRIA, 
a/k/a LiLorio Morales, a/k/a Hector Arnold Echevarria-Rlos, 
the defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did 
receive, conceal, buy, sell and facilitate the transportation, 
concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately 
1/2 kilogram of heroin, after the said narcotic drug had 
been imported and brought into the United Stater, contrary 







to law, knowing that the said narcotic drug had theretofore 
been imported and brought into the United States contrary 
to law in that the Importation and bringing of any narcotic 
drug into the United States, except such amounts of crude 
opuim and coca leaves as the Director of the Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary to 
provide for medical and legitimate uses only, is prohi¬ 
bited . 

aJid'ritli’ifl^r 0 ? S V*£ ea aodc » Sections 173 and m 
and iltle 18, United States Code, Section 2.) 

COUNT MVS 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the months of March and April, 1970, 
in the Southern District of New York, CHARLES BUSIOO-CIFRE, 
a/k/a Choi ley Cifre, a/k/a Charley Lusigo, a/k/a Cifire, 
the defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did 
receive, conceal, buy, sell and facilitate the transportation, 
concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, to wit. approximately 
one kilogram of heroin, after the said narcotic drug had 
been imported and brought into the United States contrary 
to law, knowing that the said narcotic drug had theretofore 
been imported and brought into the United States contrary 
to law in that the importation and bringing of any narcotic 
drug Into tne united States, except such amounts of crude 
opuim and coca leaves as the Director of the Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary to 

provide for medical and legitimate uses only, is prohi¬ 
bited . 

(Title 21, United States Code, Sections I’M nnd i 7 i 
ami Title 16, United Stated Coic° S?«lon S?> 

COUNT SIX 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the months of March and April, 1970, 
in the Southern District of New York, DOMINGO DEL CRISTO, 
the defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did 
receive, conceal, buy, sell and facilitate the transportation, 
concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately 





one kilogram of heroin, after the talc, narcotic drug had 

been ported and brought Into the United Staten contrary 

to law, knowing that the said narcotic drug had theretofore 

been ported and thought Into the United stated contra-y 

to law in that the Inportat.en and bringing of anv narcotic 

mug into the United Staten, exceet such amounts of crude 

opu,m and coca leaves as the rircctoi- 0- - 

o. Sureau o r 

Narcotics and Dangerous Jru-s find. - 

so necessary tc 

provide for medical ard if. r h<-,.r 

ax ar.d les-i. .,„i, e uses only, l s prohi¬ 
bited. 

(Title ?l, Inltod State* j-o <. ... 
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COUNT EIGHT 


The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the months of March and April, 1970, 

In the Southern District of New York, ARMANDO GAF.CIA-AI.VARLZ, 
a/k/a A’v.ando Alvarez, a/k/a Armando Garcia, a/k/a Andres 
Alvarez, a/k/a Joaquin Gonzalez, a/k/a cl Chino , the 
defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did receive, 
conceal, buy, sell and facilitate the transportation, 
concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately 
six kilogram of herein, after the said narcotic drug . , 
had been imported and brought into the United States contrary 
to law, knowing that the said narcotic drug had tr.erctcfore 
been imported and brought tnto the United States contrary 

t 

to law in that the importation and bringing of any narcotic 
drug into the United States, except such amounts of crude 
opuim and coca leaves as the Director of the Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary tc 
provide for medical and legitimate uses only, is prohi¬ 
bited . 

(Title 21, United States Cede, Sections 173 and 17 11 
and Title IS, United States Code, Section 2.) 

COUNT NT NT . 

The GranJ Jury further charges: 

In or about the months of March and April, 1970, 
in the Southern District of New York, JOHN DOL, a/k/a "Lugo 
El Americano", a/k/a Hugo Contcro Viera, a/k/a Hugo Viera, 
the defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did 
receive, conceal, buy, sell and facilitate the transportation, 
concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately 
four kilograms of heroin, after the said narcotic drug 
had been imported and brought into the United States 
contrary to law, knowing that the sn<d narcotie drug, hod 
theretofore been imported and brought into the United 
States contrary to law in that the importation and bringing, 
of any narcotic drug into the United Series, except such 
amounts of crude opuim and coca leaves as the Director 







„<s necessary to provide for medical and legitimate uses 
only, is prohibited. 

(Title 21, United States Code, Sections 173 and 17** 
and Title l£. United States Code, Section 2.) 

COUNT TEN 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the months of March and April, 1970, 
in the Southern District of New York, JOSE LUIS SAKRIA, 
a/k/a "Pcplto", a/k/a "Pepe", the defendant, unlawfully, 
wilfully and knowingly did receive, conceal, buy, sell 
and facilitate the transportation, concealment «nd sale 
of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately two and one-half 
kilograms of heroin, after the said narcotic drug had 

I 

been imported and brought into the United States contrary 
to law, knowing that the said narcotic drug had theretofore 
been imported and brought into the United States contrary 
to law in that the importation and bringing of any narcotic 
drug into the United States, except ouch amounts of crude 
opuim and coca leaves as the Director of the Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary to 
provide for medical and legitimate uses only, is prohi¬ 
bited . 

(Title 21, United States Code, Sections 173 and 17^ 
and Title 18, United Staten Code, Section 2.) 

COUNT ELEVEN 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the months of March and April, 1970, 
in the Southern District of New York, CIR1LL0 FIGUEROA, 
a/k/a "Lazarito", a/k/a "Lazaro", a/k/a "El Guajiro", 
the defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did 
receive, conceal, buy, sell and facilitate the transportation 
concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximate! 
six and one-half kilograms of heroin, after the said narcotic 
drug had been Imported and brought into the United States 
contrary to law, knowing that the said narcotic drug had 








‘‘Heretofore been inported and brought Into the United 
States contrary to law In that the importation and bringir. 
of any narcotic drug into the United States, except such 
amounts of crude opulm and coca leaves as the Director 
of the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs finds to 
be necessary to provide for medical and legitimate uses 
only, is prohibited. 

(T1 ^ 1 ^ 21 * U £ lted States Code, Sections 17- ard 17/1 
and Title 18, United States Cede, Section^?) 

count r./Ei.vr 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the month of March or April, 1970, 
in the Southern District of New York', JOAQUIN R. prada, 
a/k/a El Galletfo", a/k/a "El Gardego", the defendant, 
unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did receive, conceal, 
buy, sell and facilitate the transportation, concealment 
and sale of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately one and 
one-half kilograms of heroin, after the said narcotic 
drug had been imported and brought into the United States 
contrary to law, knowing that the said narcotic drug nad 
theretofore been imported and brought into the United 
States contrary to law in that the importation and bringing 
of any narcotic drug into the United States, except such 
amounts of crude opuim and coca leaves as the Director 
of the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs finds to 
be necessary to provide for medical and legitimate uses 
only, in prohibited. 

17 “ 

COUNT Tlf] KTKluf. 

The Grand Jury further charges; 

In or about the month of March or April, 1970 , 
in the Southern District of New York, RIGOBERTO ROSAL- 
RODRIGUEZ, a/k/a "Blanco Serra", a/k/a "Blanquito Serra", 






«i/lc/a "Rico", r./'x/u "Rigo Hosal", a/l:/a "Kobcrtc", the* defendant 
unlawfully, wilfully arid knowingly eld receive, conceal, 
buy , yell and facilitate the trunmort at Ion, concealment 
and sale of a narcotic drug, to v. ! t, approximately one 
kilogram of heroin, after the sa’d narcotic druc had been 
Imported and brought Into the United States contrary’to 
law, knowing that th.c said narcotic drug h; 1 theretofore 
been Imported and brought Into the United States contrary 
to law In that the importation and bringing of any narcotic 
drug into the United States, except, ouch amounts of' crude 
opulm and coca leaves as the Director- of the bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary to 
provide for nodical and legitimate uses only, is prohi¬ 
bited. 

(Title 21, United State. Code, Sections 173 and 17h 
and Title J.6, United States Cede, Section ?.) 

cpu::t fou 1 -: .: 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the month of iir.rch or April, 1970, 
in the Southern D<strict of hev: Tori:, JOSS OThfO, a/h/a "Rope", 
the defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and know!nrly did 
receive, conceal, buy, sell end facilitate tnc transport.atJ on, 
concealment and sale of a narcotic d**ug, to wit, approximately 
one kilogram of heroin, after the* said narcotic drug 
had been imported and brought, into the United Stater contrary 
to lav;, knowing that the said narcotic drug had theretofore 
been imported and brought into the United States contrary 
to law in that the importation and bringing of any narcotic 
drug Into the United States, except such amounts of crude 
opulm and coca leaves as the Director of the bureau of 
Narcotics anu Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary to 
provide for medical and legitimate uses only, is prohi¬ 
bited. 

(Title 21, United States Code , Section.. 17 j and 17h 
and Title lG, United States Code, Scotia r 2.) 
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COUNT FIFTEEN 



The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the month of March or April, 1<70, 

In the Southern District of New Yor*, JOSH RAMIREZ—RAMOS, 
a/k/a Jose Ramirez, a/k/a "Chevas", the defendant, unlaw¬ 
fully, wilfully and knowingly did receive, conceal, buy, 
sell and facilitate the transportation, conceal and 

sale of a narcotic drug, to wit, approximately 1/2 kilogram 
of heroin, after the said narcotic drug had been imf ’ ed 
and brought into the United States contrary to law, kno ing 
that the said narcotic drug had theretofore been imported 
and brought Into the United States contrary to law in 
that the importation and bringing of any narcotic drug 
into the United States, except such amounts of crude opuin 
and coca leaves as the Director of the Bureau of Narcotics 
and Dangerous Drugs finds to be necessary to provide for 
medical and legitimate uses only, is prohibited. 

(Title ?1, United States Code, Sections 173 and 17^ 
and Title 18, United States Code, Section 2.) 


CCir SIXTE EN 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the month of March cr April, 1970, 
in the Southern District of New York, JOilN DOL, a/k/a 
Roberto Lopez, the defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and 
knowingly did receive, conceal, buy, sell and facilitate 
the transportation, concealment and sale of a narcotic 
drug, to wit, approximately 1/2 kilogram of heroin, after 
the said narcotic drug had been imported and brought into 
the United States contrary to law, knowing that the said 
narcotic drug had theretofore been imported and brought 
into the United States contrary to law in that the importation 
arid bringing of any narcotic drug into the United States, 
except such amounts cf crude opuim and coca leaves as 
the Director of the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous 
Drugs finds to be necessary to provide for nodical and 









.legitimate uses only. Is prohibited. 

(Title 21, United States Code, Sections 173 and 17*1 
and Title 16, United States Code, Section 2.) 

COUNT SEVENTEEN 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

In or about the month of Marco or April, 1970, 

In the Southern District of New York, JOSE ANGEL AG'JILEF , 

a/k/a Jose Alberto Aguilera, a/k/a "El Moro", a/k/a "Mar • 

a/k/a "Moscoso", the defendant, unlawfully, wilfully and 

knowingly did receive, conceal, buy, sell and facilitate 

the transportation, concealment and sale of a narcotic 

drug, to wit, approximately 1/2 kilogram of heroin, after 

the said narcotic drug had beerf imuorted and brought into 

the United.States contrary to law, knowing that the said 

narcotic drug had theretofore been imported and brought 

into the United States contrary to law in that the importation 

and bringing of any narcotic drug into the United States, 

except such amounts of crude opuim. and coca leaves as 

the Director of the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous 

Drugs finds to ba necessary to provide fee medical and 

legitimate ur.es only, Is prohibited. 

(Title 21, United States Code, Sections 113 and 17^ 
and Title 1G, United States Coco, Section 2.) 
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C HARGE TO THE JURY 

THE COURT: Mr. Koch, ladies and gentlemen of 

the Jury: 

Before I commence I notice that Juror No. 9 is 
taking notes. There are no notes taken in the courtroom. 

If you want any testimony read back, the court reporter 
will read back the exact words that were said. If you 
wa~t the charge read back after you hear it, the court 
reporter will road the exact words that I said. You have 
that right to ask if you so desire it. 

Mr. Koch, ladies and gentlemen of the jury: 

He have now reached the point in this trial where 
you are about to enter upon your final function as jurors, 
which is, of course, one of the sacred duties of citizenship. 
You have given careful attention to the evidence during 
the course of the trial, and I am certain that you will 
conduct your deliberations in the same fine spirit that 
you have so far displayed and with impartiality and fairness 
reach a just verdict in this case. 

In our court system the functions of the Judge 
and the functions of the jury are clearly defined. It is 
my duty to instruct you as to what the law is; it is your 
duty to accept.the law as I explain it to you. Just as 
I am the exclusive judge of the law, so you are the exclusive 
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judges of the facts. You alone determine the credibility 
of the witnesses, and the weight, effect and value that 
should be given to their testimony. It is up to you to 
determine from the evidence which you have heard what 
the facts are in this case, and from those facts decide 
whether the defendant has violated the law. 

This is a criminal prosecution in which the 
Government is one party and the defendant is the other. 

The fact that the Government is a party entitles it to no 
greater and to no lesser consideration than any other 
party. It is entitled to the same consideration as given 
to the defendant, no more and no less. 

This case must be decided within the scope of 
the charges against the defendant as contained 
in the indictment, but before discussing the law applicable 
to the charges of this indictment, let us consider some 
general principles which apply to every criminal case. 

An indictment itself is not evidence. It 
merely describes the charges made against the defendant 
and may not be considered by you as evidence of the guilt 
of the defendant. Nor can the fact that a grand jury 
has found this indictment in any way detract • from the 
presumption of innocence with which the law surrounds 
the defendant unless and until his guilt is proved 
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beyond a reasonable doubt. 

Each of the two counts which you will consider 
alleop the commission of a separate and distinct offense. 

Xt will be necessary for you to reach a verdict of guilty 
or not guilty as to each count of the indictment. You 
must consider and weigh the evidence separately as to 
each count. The fact that you may find the defendant 

I 

guilty or not guilty of one of the offenses charged should 
not control or influence your verdict with respect to 
any other offense with which the defendant is charged. 

The defendant has denied the charges in the 
indictment. By his plea of not guilty he has put into 
issue every material fact alleged in the accusations brought 
against him. Accordingly, the Government having made 
the charge has the burden of proving beyond a reasonable 
doubt each material element of each count of the indictment. 
This burden never shifts. It remains with the Government 
throughout the entire trial and durinq your deliberations 
as jurors. 

A defendant does not have to prove his 
innocence. He is presumed to be innocent, and this presump¬ 
tion is overcome only when you reach a conclusion from the 
evidence that his guilt has been established beyond a reason¬ 
able doubt. 


southern district court reporters. U.S. COURTHOUSE 

f Ol r Y SC'UARf Nt W V('RK N Y CO 7 4‘80 





1 


merf 


129 





J) 


2 

3 

, 4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


Now,what is meant by a reasonable doubt? There is 
nothing mysterious about it. It 'leans, as the words themselves 
indicate, a doubt based upon reason and common sense which arise 
after consideration of all the evidence. Reasonable doubt is a 
doubt which would cause reasonable persons to hesitate to act 
in matters of importance to themselves. It is not a vague, 
speculative, imaginary something and a person may not be con¬ 
jecture. On the other hand, a reasonable doubt does not exist 
merely because a juror does not wish to perform an unpleasant 
duty. A reasonable doubt may arise not only from the evidence 
produced but also from the lack of evidence. 

A defendant may also rely upon evidence brought 
out on cross examination of any of the witnesses who have 
bestified on behalf of the Government. 

Now, it is not necessary for the Government to 
prove the guilt of the defendan t beyond any possible doubt. 
Proof is usually not a matter of mathematical or absolute 
certainty. In the nature of things it cannot be; but to 
sustain a conviction there must be such proof as satisfies your 
reason as intelligent people, beyond -any reasonable doubt,that 
the defendant is guilty as charged. 


s 
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If you do not have a reasonable doubt of the 
defendant's guilt as to the material elements of a charge, 
then you should return a verdict of guilty on that 
count. If, on the other hand, you do have a reasonable 
doubt as to the defendant's guilt as to any of the material 
elements of the crime charged, then you must return a 
verdict of not guilty as to that count. 

If the evidence is susceptible of two interpreta¬ 
tions, each of which appears to you to be reasonable, and 
one of which points to the guilt of the defendant and the 
other to his innocence, it is your duty under the law 
to adopt that interpretation or conclusion wh will 
admit of the defendant's innocence and reject that which poi 
to his guilt. 

This trial has been a short one and you have just 
heard the summations of counsel in which they pointed out 
the various portions of the proof on which they say you 
should rely to render a verdict in favor of their client. 

I see no reason to further detail the contentions of the 
parties or the specific proof to substantiate those con¬ 
tentions . 

Now, the first count of the indictment is called 
the conspiracy count. It charges that from on or about 
December 1, 1969 until April 30, 1971, a number of persons, 
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2 

including Raul Ortega, Luis Reyes, Jorge Infiesta, Joaauin 


3 

Prada, Hector Echevarria, Charles Busigo-Cifre, Jose Sarria, 


s' 4 

Jose Otero, Cirillo Figueroa, Roberto Lopez, Carlo Tapanes, 


5 

and the Defendant Ramirez-Gonzalez, unlawfully, knowingly 


6 

and wilfully conspired with each other and with Ramiro- 


7 

Gonzales and Miguel Rodriguez and others to the grand jurv 


8 

known and unknown, to violate Section 174 of Title 21 of the" 


9 

United States Code. 


10 

Now, Section 174 makes it a crime for any person 


11 

to receive, conceal, buy, sell or in any manner 


12 

facilitate the transportation or concealment or sale of anv 


13 

narcotic drug after being imported or brought into the 


14 

Uniteo states knowing the drug to have been brought into 


15 

the United States contrary to law. 


16 

Now, what is a conspiracy? It is a combination 


17 

or agreement by two or more persons, by concerted action, 


18 

to accomplish a criminal or unlawful purpose, and one 


19 

or more of the persons who are members of the conspiracy 


20 

does any act to effect or further the object of the conspir¬ 


21 

acy. It is a partnership in criminal purposes in which 


22 

each member becomes the agent of every other member, and is 


23 

a crime in itself. To prove a conspiracy here, the 


24 

evidence must show beyond a reasonable doubt the existence 


25 

of each one of the following material elements: 
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2 

First, that the conspiracy described was formed 


3 

and existing at or about the time alleged; 

4 ' 

l ' 

* 

4 

Second, that the purpose of the conspiracy was to 


5 

receive, conceal, possess, sell and facilitate the 


6 

transportation, concealment and sale of large quantities 


7 

of narcotics drugs, to wit, heroin, after the heroin had 


8 

been imported and brought into the United States contrary 

i 


9 

to law knowing that the said narcotic drugs had been 


10 

imported and brought into the United States contrary to lav/. 


11 

Third, that the defendant knowingly and wilfully 


12 

became a member of the conspiracy; 


13 

Fourth,that one of the conspirators thereafter 


14 

knowingly committed at least one of the overt acts charged 


15 

in the indictment, at or about the time and place alleaed; 


16 

And fifth, that such overt act was committed 


17 

in furtherance of some object or purpose of the conspiracy. 


18 

as charged. NoW/ as to the formation of the conspiracy. 


19 

it is not necessary that there bo proof that the participants 


20 

met together and entered into a formal or written agreement. 


21 

or that they directly stated between themselves v/hat their 


22 

object or purpose was to be, or the details of the plans, or 

J 

23 

the means by v/hich the purpose was to be achieved. Indeed, 


24 

it would be extraordinary were the members of a conspiracy 


25 

to set forth all the actual details of their arrangements 
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in a formal and written agreement. When persons, in fact, 
embark together upon a criminal conspiracy, much 
i S Often unexpressed, much is left to unwritten understands 
Generally, such a criminal conspiracy is a 
matter of inference, deduced from the acts and statements 
of the alleged conspirators. 

What the evidence must show in order to establish ' 

that a conspiracy existed is that the members in some 

way or other, positively or tacitly, came to a mutual 

understanding to engage in a common unlawful agreement 

to violate Section 174 of the federal , 

tne reaeral narcotics laws which 

I have described for you. All of the members need not 
have joined at the inception of the agreement, and I 
will discuss this more fully with you later on. 

In determining whether or not there was such an 
unlawful agreement, you may judge the acts and conduct 
of each of the alleged conspirators as a whole and the 
reasonable inferences to be drawn from such evidence. 

An unlawful agreement may exist even though 
the individual conspirators may have done some acts in 

furtherance of the common unlawful purpose apart from, or 
unknown to the others. 

What you must determine as to this element is 
whether the conspiracy charged in the indictment existed 
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2 

between two or more of the alleged conspirators. If 


3 

you find that no such conspiracy existed, then you must 


-V 4 

acouit the defendant on Count 1. 


5 

In determining whether the alleged conspiracy 


6 

exists, you may consider what the evidence shows as to 


7 

changes in personnel and activity. You may find a single 


8 

conspiracy even though there were changes in personnel or 


9 

activities, provided that you find that some of the con¬ 


10 

spirators continued throughout the life of the conspiracy 


11 

and that the purposes of the conspiracy continued to be 


12 

those charged in the indictment. 


13 

The fact that the parties are not always 


14 

identical does not mean that there are separate conspiracies. 


15 

In other words, if at all times the alleged conspiracy had 


16 

the same overall primary purnose and the same nucleus of 


17 

oarticipants, the conspiracy would be the same basic 


18 

scheme even though in the course of its operation. 


19 

additional conspirators joined in and performed additional 


20 

functions to carry out the scheme while others were not 


21 

active or had terminated their relationship. 


22 

If you satisfy yourselves beyond a reasonable 


- 23 

doubt that the conspiracy as alleged in the indictment exis¬ 


24 

ted, then you must determine whether the Defendant Ramirez 


25 

knowingly and wilfully was an active participant in the 
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unlawful plan, with the intention of furthering i:s 
objectives. 

You may find that the defendant acted knowingly 
and wilfully if he acted voluntarily and purposely and 
with specific intent to do something which the law forbids. 
That is to say, he must have acted with evil motive or 
bad purpose to disobey or disregard the lav;, and not 
because of negligence, mistake or other innocent reason. 

It is obviously impossible to ascertain or prove 
directly what a person knew or intended. You cannot look 
into a person's mind and see what his intentions were 
or what he knew. But a careful and intelligent consideration 
of the facts and circumstances shown by the evidence in 

1 

any given case, as to a person's actions and statements, 
enables us to infer with a reasonable degree of certainty 
and accuracy what his intentions were in doing or not doing 
certain things, and the state of his knowledge. 

In order for you to find that the defendant was 
a member of the conspiracy charged in the indictment, you 
must find that he knew what its unlawful purpose was, and 
that he had a stake or personal interest in it, as 
distinguished from acting exclusively on his own. The scope i 


of the defendant's agreement must be determined individually 


from what was proved as to that defendant. 
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In order for a defendant to he held for joining 
others in a conspiracy, he must in some sense promote their 
venture himself or make it his own. 

Thus, it becomes essential for you to determine 
just what a defendant was promoting and making his own. 

In this reaard, it is not required that each of the 
conspirators participate in, or have knowledge of, all 
of the conspiracy's operations. The guilt of a conspirator 
is not governed by the extent of his participation; he 
need not know ell of the alleged conspirators. 

Nov;, a single act of a defendant, such as a 
purchase of heroin from a member of a conspiracy, may be 

I 

sufficient to drav; that defendant within the ambit of the con 
spiracy. 

However, since conviction for conspiracy reauires 
an intent to participate in the unlawful enterprise, the 
single act itself must be such that you may reasonably 
infer from it such an intent, or there must be independent 
evidence tendinq to prove that a defendant had some 
knowledge of the broader conspiracy beyond his single act. 

You may consider the quantity of heroin purchased, 
its cost and the circumstances under which the purchase 
was made as bearing on a defendant's intent to participate 
in a conspiracy. 
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2 

You may find from such facts that the conspirators 




3 

at one end knew business could not stop with their buyers, 




4 

and that the conspirators at the other end knew it did 




5 

not begin with their sellers. 




6 

Such facts may prove that each level of ooeration 




7 

depended upon the existence of the other, and the mutual 



• 

8 

interdependence of each level was fully un lerstood and 




9 

appreciated by the defendant. 




10 

I want to caution you, however, that mere 




11 

association with one or more of the alleged conspirators 




12 

does not make one a member of the conspiracy. Nor is 




13 

knowledge without participation sufficent to make one a 




14 

conspirator. 




15 

Now, it is not necessary that all conspirators 




16 

have participated in the alleged conspiracy from its 




17 

inception. A person who comes in at a later point with 




18 

knowledge of the conspiracy's general operation, although 

1 



19 

not necessarily of all its details, and who intentionally 




20 

acts in a way to further the unlawful goals, becomes a 




21 

member of the conspiracy and is legally responsible for 




22 

all that may be or has been done in furtherance of the 


V_ s 


23 

common criminal objective. 




2-1 

In determining whether or not a particular defendan 

h 



25 

was a member of a conspiracy, you may consider evidence of 
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his own acts, statements and conduct, as well as the 
evidence of the acts, statements and conduct of other * 
alleged co-conspirators and the reasonable inferences to be 
drawn from such evidence. 

The alleged purpose of the conspiracy is that 
the defendants would buy, or sell, or receive, or conceal, 
or in any manner facilitate the transportation or conceal¬ 
ment or sale of illegally .imported heroin. 

Since the purpose of the alleged conspiracy was 
to deal in heroin that was illegally imported, before you 
find the defendant was a member of the conspiracy, you 
must be convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that he had 
knowledge of the heroin's illegal importation 

Now, the Government has not introc roof 

of each defendant's knowledge that the heroin was illegally 
imported. Instead, the Government relies on an inference 
to show this knowledge, which I will explain to you 
later on in this charge in connection with the substantive 
count, and which will apply equally as well to this 
conspiracy count. 

The indictment alleges that the conspiracy 
commenced on or about December 1, 1969 and continued to 
April 30, 1971, the date the indictment was filed. The 
Government, however, is not required to prove that the 
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alleged conspiracy existed over the whole course of time 
set out in the indictment. It is sufficient if you find at 
any time within that period all of the elements of the 
alleged conspiracy have been proven to your satisfaction 
beyond a reasonable doubt. 

The fact that the Government may not have proved 
that the conspiracy was carried on as early or as long as 
the indictment alleges is .not of any importance so far as 
the elements of the crime are concerned. 

Now, the next element that must be proved on 
this issue of conspiracy is the requirement of an overt act. 
You may not find a defendant auiltv of conspiracy unless 
you are convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that one of 
the conspirators knowingly committed one of the overt 
acts charged in the indictment. 

The Government need not prove the commission 
of all of the overt acts charged in the indictment. By 
the term "overt act" is meant any act committed by one of 
the conspirators in an effort to effect or accomplish 
some object or purpose of the conspiracy. It must be 
done knowingly in furtherance of some object or purpose 
of the conspiracy charged in the indictment. 

The overt act need not be criminal in nature, 
if considered separately an<lj Dar t from the conspiracy. 
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2 

1 

It mav be as innocent as the act of a man walking across 


3 

the street or using a telephone. 

r' 

4 

The overt acts referred to in this indictment 


5 

are (1), on or about March 13, 1970, the Defendant Joaquin 


6 

Prada and co-consoirators Ramiro-Conzalez and Miguel Rodrigue 


7 

delivered approximately one kilogram of heroin at the CBC 


8 

gas station, 2120 Amsterdam Avenue, New York. 


9 

(2) On or about March 31, 1970, the Defendant 


10 

Carlos Tapanes delivered approximately one kilogram of 


11 

heroin in the parking lot of the Ilicksville Diner, Old 


12 

Country Road and South Oyster Ray Road, Hicksville, Long 


13 

Island. 


14 

(3) In or about March or April, 1970, the 


15 

Defendant Jose Otero received approximately one kilogram 


16 

of heroin in the vicinity of the Cuba Bar, 1475 St. Nicholas 


17 

Avenue. 


18 

(4) In or about March or April 1970, the 


19 

Defendant Jose Ramirez-Ramos received approximately 

- 

20 

a half kilogram of heroin at the El Bayames Restaurant, 


21 

1279 St. Nicholas Avenue. 


22 

The fact that the defendant is not named in an 


23 

overt act is of no importance because once you find that 


21 

a conspiracy existed and that a defendant on trial was a 


25 

member of a conspiracy, then he is bound by the acts done and 


SOUTHERN OISTRICT COURT REPORTERS. U.S. COURTHOUSE 

f >i • . mam( w roHn n y co 7 *'ha 







1 

merf 141 




2 

statements made by any other member in furtherance of 




3 

that, conspiracy, even in the absence of such defendant. 




4 

Once you have determined that the offense has 




5 

been established under the guidelines I have just given 




6 

you, then the crime of conspiracy is complete as to every 




7 

person found by you to be knowingly and wilfully a member 



• 

8 

of the conspiracy. 




9 

Furthermore, at this point, the success or 




10 

failure of the conspiracy to accomplish the common 




11 

object or purpose is immaterial. 




12 

Now, the second count of the indictment which 




13 

you will have to consider is known as the substantive 




14 

count, and it charges a separate violation of Section 174 of 




15 

the federal narcotics laws. This count charges that in 




16 

or about March or April 1970, the defendant unlawfully. 




17 

knowingly and wilfully did receive, or conceal, or buy or 




18 

sell or facilitate the transportation or concealment or 




19 

sale of one half kilo of heroin which had been illegally 




20 

imported into the United States knowing the same to have 




21 

been imported contrary to lav;. 




22 

In order for you to find the defendant guilty 




23 

of the charge contained in this count, you must be convinced 




24 

that the following material elements have been proved 




25 

beyond a reasonable doubt. 
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2 

First, that on or about March or April 1970, 


3 

the defendant wilfully and knowingly bought heroin from 


4 

Rodriguez. 


5 

Second, that the substance referred to in the 


6 

count is a narcotic drug, specifically that it is heroin. 


7 

Third, that the heroin was illegally imported 


8 

inco the United States. 


9 

Fourth, that the defendant knew that the heroin 


10 

involved had been illegally imported into the United 


11 

States. 


12 

ta; 

What I said previously, about the words 


13 

"knowingly" and "wilfully" in discussing the conspiracy count 


14 

applies equally as well here. 


15 

Under the second element you must find beyond 


16 

a reasonable doubt that the substance referred to in this 


17 

count is in fact heroin. Mow, the Government did not 


18 

produce the heroin which it claims was transferred by 


19 

Rodriguez to this defendant. However, just as with any 

f 

20 

other component of a crime, the existence of and dealing 

21 

with narcotics may be proved by circumstantial evidence. 


22 

Mo sample need be placed before the jury, nor need there 

vj7 

23 


be testimony by chemists as to the nature of the substance 


24 

bough!, as long as the evidence furnishes ground for 


25 

inferring that the material in question was in fact heroin. 
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In addition to relying on the testimony of 
Rodriquez that the substance which he sold to the defendant 
was heroin, the Government urges that you consider the 
following circumstantial evidence in determining whether the 
substance was in fact heroin. 

First, the secrecy and deviousness with which the 
alleged transactions were handled; 

Second, the high prices the Government contends 
were paid in cash for substance; 

Third, the alleged lack of complaint on the 
part of the defendant as to the quality of his purchases; 

And fourth, Rodriguez' testimony that at the cuttirg 
sessions masks were worn to prevent the participants 
from getting intoxicated from the heroin. 

If you believe such testimony, you may draw the 
inference that the substance was in fact heroin. 

In addition, you may consider the testimony 
offered by the Government as to the two kilogram quantity 
of heroin which it claims had been sold to federal under¬ 
cover agents Tumillo and Angioletti by Rodriquez from 
the shipment we are discussing. 

The defendant has stipulated that the substance 
sold to the agents was heroin. 

The third and fourth elements that the Government 
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must prove beyond a reasonable doubt are that the heroin, 
which was sold, to this defendant, was illeaally imported 
and that he knew it was illegally imported. In connection 
with my charge on the conspiracy count, I told you 
that in order to find the defendant guilty on that count, 
the Government must prove that he knew that the heroin 
which was the object of that conspiracy was illegally 
imported. 

I also told vou that I would discuss that element 
more fully in connection with the substantive count. 

4 

What I say here you will consider in connection with deter¬ 
mining the guilt or innocence of the defendant under the 
conspiracy count as well as under this count. 

The Government has not offered direct evidence 
concerning the defendant's knowledge of illegal importation. 
In order to meet its burden on these elements, the 
Government relies upon a law which permits a jurv, whenever 
it finds that a person had knowing possession of heroin to 
draw an inference that the heroin was illegally imported, 
and, further that such person knew that the heroin was 
illegally imported. 

If the Government demonstrates beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the defendant had possession of 
what in fact was heroin, and there is no satisfactory 
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explanation of this possession, you may infer, if you 
wish, that the heroin was illegally imported and that 
the defendant knew that it was illegally imported. 

In determining the guilt or innocence of a 

« 

defendant, you must decide that question solely from the 
evidence which you heard from the witness stand and the 
exhibits that have been placed before you. 

The summations of counsel which you have heard 
are not to be considered as evidence, but only as arguments 
to you as to what counsel feel you should find from the 


evidence 


In determining the issues in this case, it is your 


recollection of the testimony that is to control and not 
that of Court or counsel. 

If, during the course of the trial, the Court 
sustained an objection by one counsel to a ciuestion asked 
by the examining counsel, you are to disregard the 
question and any alleged facts contained in that question, 
and you may not speculate as to what the answer would have 


been. 


Now, there are, generally speaking, two types 


of evidence from which a jury may properly find the 
truth as to the facts of the case. One is direct evidence. 


such as the testimony of an eyewitness. The other is 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT COURT REPORTERS U.S. COURTHOUSE 
foirv ii lilRf HI w V OH K N V COT4SHO 


■K. 

merf 146 

indirect or circumstantial evidence v/hich is the proof 
of a chain of circumstances pointing to the existence 
or nonexistence of certain facts. 

Circumstantial evidence is the proof of facts 
from which you may reasonably infer a material element 
of the crime. 

Let us take one simple example to illustrate 
what is meant by circumstantial evidence. We will assume 
that when you entered the courthouse this morning the 
sun was shining brightly outside, it was a clear day, there 
was no rain. 

Now, assume that in this courtroom the blinds are 
drawn, that you cannot loo]; outside. Assume as you are 
sitting in the jury box, and despite the fact that it 
was dry when you entered the building, someone walks 
in with an umbrella dripping water, followed in a short time 
by someone wearing a raincoat which is wet. Tf you are 
asked whether it is raining now, you cannot say that you 
know it directly of your own observation. But certainly 
upon the combination of facts which I have stated to you, 
even though when you entered the building it was not raining 
outside, it would be reasonable and logical for you to 
conclude that it is raining now. 

That’s all there is to circumstantial evidence. 
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2 

You may draw such inferences as reason and common sense 



3 

lead you to draw from facts which you find to have been prove 

n. 

■ 

4 

Great care must be exercised when drawing inferences from 



5 

circumstances proved in criminal cases, and mere suspicion 



6 

will not warrant a conviction. 



7 

However , no greater degree of certainty is 



8 

required of circumstantial evidence than is required of 



9 

direct evidence. It is not on any different or lower plane 



10 

than direct evidence. The law simply requires that in 



11 

either case you must be convinced beyond a reasonable doubt 



12 

of the guilt of the defendant. 



13 

In your search for the truth you must use plain 



14 

every day common sense. You must not be governed by 



15 

sympathy, bias or prejudice. You have seen the witnesses 



1G 

on the stand and observed their manner of giving testimony. 



17 

When I refer to witnesses, I of course include the 



18 

defendant who has testified. How did the v/itnesses impress 



19 

you? Did they appear to be testifying frankly, candidly 



20 

• 

and fairly? In determining what degree of credit you 


21 

should give a witness' testimony, you may consider his 



22 

conduct, his manner of testifying and his interest in 



23 

the outcome of the trial. 



24 

You should also consider his relationship to 



25 

the Government or the defendant, his bias or impartiality 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 
11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


and any motive ho may have to testify falsely. It does 
not necessarily follow, of course, that because a person 
is interested in the result, he is incapable of tellinq 
a truthful version of an occurrence. The defendant has 
testified in this case. A defendant who wishes to testify 
is a competent witness and his testimony is to be judged 
in the same way as that of any other witness. 

You have heard the testimony of Miguel Rodriguez 
who is alleged to have been a co-conspirator with the de¬ 
fendant on trial. The testimony of an alleged accomplice 
should be received with great caution and scrutinized 
with care. This does not moan that such testimony, if 
believed by you, is of any different or lesser quality 
than any other evidence. 

It should be considered by you after giving it 
whatever weight you think it deserves along with all the 
other evidence in the case in determining whether the 
guilt of a defendant has been proved beyond a reasonable 
doubt. 

You may find a verdict of guilty solely on the 
uncorroborated testimony of an accomolice if you believe 
that testimony beyond a reasonable doubt. 

If you believe that a witness wilfully testified 
falsely as to any material fact, you may disregard his 
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testimony altogether or you may accept that part of his 
testimony which you believe worthy of credence. What 
you accept or reject as credible evidence is for you 
to determine but you may not go outside the evidence and 
speculate as to the facts. Quality of the testimony of 
the particular witnesses regardless of v/ho calls them, 
rather than the quantity of witnesses is the test to be 
used in arriving at your decision. 

There is no presumption that the witnesses for 
the Government are more or less truthful or credible than 
the witnesses for the defendant. 

Evidence that a witness has been convicted of 
a crime may only be considered by veu in assessina his 
credibility as a witness and the weight that you would giv 
to his testimony. 

You should consider a witness' entire testimony, 
his direct examination, his cross examination, and his re¬ 
direct examination. 

You should consider the strencith or weakness of 
his recollection in the light of all the testimony and 
attendant circumstances in the case. You may call for 
any exhibits which you desire to see in conjunction with 
your deliberations. 

You may -call for a reading of any portion of 
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the official transcript of tho evidence or any portion of 
this charge. 

You are instructed that the question of possible 
punishment of the defendant in the event of conviction is 
no concern of the jury and should not in any sense enter 
into or influence your deliberations. 

The duty of imposing sentence in the event of 
conviction rests exclusively upon the Court. The function of 
the jury is to weigh the evidence in the case and determine 
the guilt or innocence of the defendant solely upon the 
basis of such evidence. 

I have sought to avoid any comments which miaht 
suggest that I have personal views on the evidence or 
that T have any opinion as to the guilt or innocence of 
the defendant, and you are not to assume that I have 
any such views or opinions. This charge is given to you sole 1 
to instruct you as to what the lav/ is in the case. The 
actions of the Judge during the trial in granting or 
denying motions or ruling on objections bv counsel, or 
in statements to counsel, or in attempting to clearly 
set forth the law in these instructions, are not to be taken 
by you as any indication of any determination of the 
issues of fact. These matters, the actions of the Court, 
relate to procedure and law. You, the members of the 
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jury, determine the facts. 

3 

There are 12 members on this jury and all of you 

4 

must agree on any verdict you reach as to the defendant 

5 

on any counts of thc^ ndictment which you are considerinq. 

6 

This case is obviously an important one to the 

7 

defendant. It is equally important to the Government. I 

8 

am qivinq it to you in complete confidence that you will 

9 

comply with your oath as jurors and decide the case fairly 

10 

and impartially and without fear or favor. 

11 

If there are any exceptions to the charge I will 

12 

take them in the robing room. Mr. Corbett? 

13 

MR. CORBETT: No exceptions, sir. 

14 

THE COURT: Swear in the marshals. 

15 

(Marshals sworn.) 

1G 

THE COURT: At this time, Mrs. Janewsky and Mr. 

17 

Nugget, you are excused with the thanks of the Court. You 

18 

will not participate in the deliberations of the jury. 

19 

If you have anything in the jury room, will you kindly ; 

20 

go in and got it before the jury qoes out. And you are to 

21 

report back to the first floor, to the jury assembly room. 

22 

The clerk v/ill give you your card. 

23 

THE COURT: All riqht, Mr. Koch and ladies and 

2-1 

qentlemen of the jury, you may retire to the jury room 

25 

to conduct your deliberations. 


(Jury retired 11:50 a.m.) 
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